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EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’s INN FIELDS, Lcnpon, W.C. 
bia ythyn’ A ater cnet melee Do ah ala 
SPECIMEN BONUSES. 
Actual additions made to Policies of £1,000 effected under Tables I. and II. 








an NUMBER OF PREMIUMS PAID. 
6 
at Entry. 





Thirty. 





£ 8. 
*736 0 
"819 0 

*939 10 
1,196 O | - csves 
| a? 


ExaMPiLE.—A Policy for £1,000, effected 30 years ago by a person then aged 30, 
would have increased to £1,819, or by more than 80 per cent. 

In the cases marked * the Bonuses, if surrendered, would be more than 
sufficient to extinguish all future poauiens, and the Policy-holders would still 
be entitled to share in future profits. 


THE ANGLO-ARGENTINE BANK, LIMITED. 























AUTHORIZED CAPITAL, /£1,000,000. 
SUBSCRIBED, /500,000. PAID-UP, £250,000. 


With power to increase. 


HEAD OFFICE: 15, NICHOLAS LANE, LONDON, E.C. 





Bankers—Messrs. MARTIN & OO. 
Offices at Buenos Ayres—486, PIEDAD. 


Deposits received at the London Office for fixed periods, at rates of interest 
to be on application. 
The present rates are 44 per cent, for one year, 5 per cent, for two or three 


ears. 
° Letters of Credit, Bills of Exchange, and Cable Transfers issued. 
Bills payable in the Argentine Republic negotiated, advanced upon, or sent 


for collection. EDWARD ARTHUR, Manager. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 





ESTABLISHED OVER HALF CENTURY. 
10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 





FREE, 
SIMPLE, 





TOTAL ASSETS, £2,372,277. 





TRUSTEES. 


The Right Hon, Lord HALSBURY, The Lord Chancellor 
The Right Hon. Lord COLERIDGE, The Lord Chief Justice. 
The Hon. Mr, Justice KEKEWIOH. 

Sir JAMES PARKER DEANE, Q.0., D.O.L. 

FREDERICK JOHN BLAKE, Esq. 

WILLIAM WILLIAMS, Eeq. 





Cases Reported this Week. 


In the Solicitors’ Journal. In the Weekly Reporter. 


Batten, Proffitt, & Scott v. The A Seliitee, Inve, Ek pete OR 
Dartmou' Commis- VOT .cccccccecceccacosrecesessereecoesesses 
sioners - Mothour 506 pesos & Ve. v. Leen ene Auster 541 
Oharles Jackson (deceased), Re, | Oe meng | 
506 
505 
505 





Pe oe 











VOL. XXXIV., No. 31. 
The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 
LONDON, MAY 31, 1890. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue Master or tHe Rotts announced on Thursday, the 22nd 
inst., when Myron i Appeal ro 1 for re itsuntide 
vacation, that the disposed o: e interlocutory appeals 
from the Queen’s Bench Division, and of all the final appeals set 
down up to the end of February last. 





Tue tist of appeals for Trinity Sittings contains 97 cases; 48 
of these are from the Chancery Division, two from the Comte 
Palatine of Lancaster, 46 from the Queen’s Bench Division, 
one bankruptcy appeal. The total number of appeals at the 
Easter Sittings, 1890, was 105, and a year ago 126. ; 








Ir 1s some satisfaction to learn that the Chancery judges will 
begin the hearing of witness actions either on the second or third 
Tuesday in the ensuing sittings, so that upwards of twenty days 
may be devoted to this class of business by four courts, while 
Mr. Justice Kexewicu, who has but little interlocutory business, 
will be able, on at least twice that number of days, to assist in 
reducing the present heavy lists. 





By a Treastry Mryvre, dated the 29th April, 1890, it is 
directed, in pursuance of the provisions of section 31 of the 


‘| Revenue Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 42), “that any fee leviable 


in any office of the Supreme Court of Judicature, including the 
meee 9 Ear eee - — of the clerks of oi, which 
would, if levied, be payable out of m provided b liament, 
shall be remitted.” Tho saulb of Gleadenamn tn tactiekane 
which would be paid by the T: solicitor, including stamps 
on summonses, affidavits, and <elenh, ches on taxation, 
and on passing accounts, will no longer be payable by him. 





As anticrraTeD last week, the witness actions in the Chancery 
Division have received a considerable addition since the publication 
of the last list. At the commencement of the Easter Sittings, the 
actions of this class in the five lists numbered 408, of which onl 
sixteen were heard; now the list contains 460 witness actions. It 
should be observed that the arrears of adjourned summonses were 
greatly reduced during the Easter Sittings, so that the lists of the 
approaching sittings, in addition to the increased number of cases, 
exbibits even more substantial work than the numbers indicate. 





A curious pornr came before the Court of Appeal last 
(Stoz v. Rees, reported elsewhere)—namely, whether 
ment on the writ of summons of the plaintiff's 
was sufficient, or whether it was not necessary in 
dorse thereon his place of residence. The court 
view, following the decision of Currry, J., in 
Soxrcrrors’ Jovrnat, 617), and held that this 
all cases. The however, 





to the effect that such a point 
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when once it had been taken it should never have gone beyond 
the judge in chambers ; and their indignation was not allayed when 
it appeared that the action was upon a bill of exchange for £24 16s. 
by indorsee against acceptor, and the only difference between the 
parties was as to the sum of £5, the defendant admitting his lia- 
bility for £19 16s. 





THERE WILL BE a formidable list of matters before the five 
judges of the Chancery Division during the ensuing sittings, 
which commence on Tuesday next. Mr. Justice Kay will have a 
list of 140 witness and non-witness actions, sixteen adjourned 
summonses, and two further considerations, making a total of 158. 
The cases before Mr. Justice Currry comprise ninety-one witness 
actions, twenty-two non-witness actions, including adjourned 
summonses, and eleven further considerations, making 124 in all. 
Mr. Justice Norra has 100 witness actions, fifteen non-witness 
actionr, fourteen adjourned summonses, and nine further con- 
siderations. Mr. Justice Srretixe has eighty-eight witness actions, 
twenty-two non-witness actions, including adjourned summonses, 
and eight further considerations, making a total of 118, and the 
list of Mr. Justice Kexewicu consists of eighty-nine witness 
actions. The aggregate of all these cases is 627, as compared with 
616 at the Easter Siltings, and 578 a yearago. The Queen’s Bench 
Cause List has 188 cases before divisional courts, and 1,003 actions 
for trial, of which 536 are with juries, and 467 without juries ; 
and there are twenty-one bankruptcy cases, making a total of 
1,212 cases before that division, as compared with 1,314 at the 
Easter Sittings, and 1,029 a year ago. In the Probate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty Division there are thirty-seven probate causes, and 
162 matrimonial causes, and eighty-four admiralty actions, being 
a total of 283. 





Tae “Toes” has this week been guilty of a gross con- 
tempt of a well-known court, and has shewn a shocking 
ignorance of the personnel of the tribunal. It has affirmed 
that ‘‘the mercantile arbitrator of Mincing-lane (be it said 
with all respect to his good sense and shrewdness) is the nearest 
equivalent to be found of Judge Lyscu,” and has drawn a com- 
parison between the ‘‘ honest men in Texas and other rough border 
parte,” who, “‘not finding that the ordinary courts were strong 
enough to cope with stout rogues, took the matter into their own 
hands, and set up, under a handy tree, a tribunal which adminis- 
tered rude, rapid justice,’ and the men of business who resort to 
the Mincing-lane Court. The comparison would be somewhat 
more perfect if the “ stout rogues” in Texas voluntarily submitted 


to the jurisdiction of the tribunal and to the certainty of being 
hung up on the “‘ handy tree” ; and we altogether fail to see wh 


‘ it is a curious circumstance of our jurisprudence that, in the last 
er of the nineteenth century, whole classes of the community 
felt themselves constrained to form courts of their own.” It 
& circumstance of the jurisprudence of all time that there 

requiring immediate settlement, and necessitating for 
i lement technical knowledge; that the ordinary pro- 
of courts is too slow, and the knowledge of ordinary 
judges insufficient, for the requirements of the case. The 
only “ curious circumstance’ appears to be that the writer 
im the Times is apparently ignorant that, in the case of the 
Minciog-lane tribunal, there happen to co-exist, not merely 
teebnical knowledge and swiftness of decision, but also a reputa- 
ion for knowledge of, and ability to apply correctly, the branches 
W more particularly affecting the suitors. One main reason 
recourse to it is probably that the law swiftly administered by 
solicitor-judge is the very same law as that which would be 
doled out slowly in instalments by the ordinary courts”; which 
ean hardly be averred of Judge Lrscu’s court. 


aoe 


# 


eel 


28 TA§ 


_ & terres which we publish elsewhere raises a point of some 
importance to commissioners. Our correspondent asks whether a 
commissioner for oaths is empowered to perform the duty of 
— protest by a master of 4 vessel where, through stress of 

, & part of the cargo hos been lost. The performance of 
this <7 has, we believe, been considered hitherto to be a notarial 
act, so far as Eogland and Weles sre concerned, not within 





the jurisdiction of a commissioner for oaths. There appears to 
be some doubt as to the precise authority under which these 
protests are made, though there is no doubt that the practice of 
receiving and admitting them in evidence is an old-established 
one. We are, however, inclined to agree with our correspondent 
in his conclusion that the Commissioners for Oaths Act, 1889, 
does not empower commissioners for oaths to note these protests. 
The first section of the Act is very wide in its terms, and appears, 
at first sight, to confer on commissioners a general power to do 
any and every act which could possibly be required of them ‘‘ for 
the’ purpose of any court or matter in England.” But it has 
already become evident that this apparently all-comprehensive 
section does not, in truth, include everything. Commissioners 
have already had to learn that its general terms do not override 
the specific terms of a previous Act of Parliament, so that, for 
example, they have no power to take the affidavit in support of 
a marriage licence required by 4 Geo. 4, c. 76, s. 14. And in 
the case of our correspondent’s query, a close examination of the 
terms of the section appears to disclose the fact that the noting 
of nautical protests of the kind referred to is outside the 
terms of the section, and so not within the jurisdiction of com- 
missioners for oaths. The Act empowers a commissioner to take 
avy ‘‘ affidavit, affirmation, statutory or other declaration, acknow- 
ledgment, examination, and attestation or protestation of honour ”’ 
for the use of ‘‘ any court or matter in England.” But the protest 
mentioned by our correspondent does not appear to come within 
the meaning of any of these terms. If any inference may be 
drawn from the construction of the Act as to what was the inten- 
tion of its framers, it would appear that the power to perform any 
notarial acts beyond those included in the terms of section 1 of 
the Act was purposely withheld from English commissioners. By 
section 6 British ambassadors, consuls, &c., in foreign countries are, 
in the first place, given the same powers as commissioners for 
oaths in England, and, in the second place, they are, as our corres-. 
pondent points out, empowered to do any notarial act which any 
notary public can do within the United Kingdom. It can hardly 
be supposed that the omission of a similar clause in the section 
defining a commissioner’s powers was an inadvertence. 





Ir covLD HARDLY have been supposed that the application in Re 
Smith (which we report elsewhere) would have any chance of 
success. Section 55, sub-section (6), of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, was intended to regulate the relations between the original 
lessor and a sub-lessee when the estate of the intermediary 
between them, the first lessee, had been disclaimed by his trustee 
in bankruptcy. Under the Act of 1869 it was decided by the 
Court of Appeal, in Zz parte Walton (17 Ch. D. 746), that the 


Y | disclaimer did no more than get the bankrupt’s estate out of the 


way, and did not touch any other interests that might be subsisting 
in the land. Thus, as between the lessor and the sub-lessee, the 
original lease was still in existence, and the lessor could both dis- 
train for rent reserved under it, and re-enter for breach of covenants ; 
but between the two there were no contractual relations, and con- 
equate me lessor could not sue the sub-lessee under the cove- 
nants. e@ above sub-section of the Act of 1883 remedied, to a 
certain extent, this state of things by providing, in the first place, 
that an order might be made vesting the disclaimed property in any 
_ claiming an interest therein, or in a trustee for him, only, 

owever, upon such terms as the court should think just ; and, in 
the second place, that no order should be made in favour of a person 
claiming under the bankrupt, either as under-lessee or as mort- 
gagee by demise, ‘ except upon the terms of making such person 
subject to the same liabilities and obligations as the bankrupt was 
subject to under the lease in respect of the property at the date 
when the bankruptcy petition was filed.” It seems unnecessary 
to say that this means that a sub-lessee or a Mortgagee by demise 
shall not avail himself of the section so as to get the benefit of 
the lessee’s estate, unless he is willing also to accept the burden of 
the lessee’s obligations. In the case in question, a mortgagee by 
demise pro to avoid this consequent necessity by taking 
vesting order in the name of a man of straw as trustee for himself. 
It is obvious, however, that, as a discretion with regard to the 
making of the order is conferred upon the court, an application 
which had for ite object the avoidance. of liability by the 
applicant, without any guarantee that the liability would be 
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satisfied by his proposed trustee, was bound to fail. Under the | 
present system the position of a mortgagee by sub-demise is an 

unfortunate one. Hitherto, by taking a security in this form, it 
has been possible to avoid liability on the covenants contained in 
the original lease; but since it was decided in Re Finley (37 
Ww. BR. 6, 21 Q. B. D. 475) that the lessor could apply under 
section 55, sub-section (6), it has become n for the mort- 
gagee to choose, in the event of the mortgagor’s bankruptcy, 
whether he will accept the estate, and with it the liabilities, of 
the mortgagor, or whether he will be excluded from all interest 
in the property. The necessity for this choice is not, it seems, to 
be averted by the device adopted in Re Smith. 





Tue pecision of the House of Lords in The Colonial Bank v. 
Cady is a useful illustration of the limitations to be applied to the 
doctrine of estoppel. In Pickard v. Sears (6 A. & E., at p. 474) 
it is said that ‘‘ where one by his words or conduct wilfully causes 
another to believe the existence of a certain state of things, and 
induces him to act on that belief, so as to alter his own previous 
position, the former is concluded from averring against the latter a 
different state of things as existing at the same time.” But, 
obviously, if this rule is to be applied, it is not unreasonable to 
expect that the person seeking to take advantage of it shall shew 
that the words or conduct on which he relies necessarily bore the 
interpretation which he put upon them. In the present case shares 
in an American railway company were registered in the name of a 
testator. On the share certificates was a form of transfer which, 
under the rules of the company, might be used in two ways, either 
on the occasion of an ordinary transfer to a stranger, or in the 
event of the executors wishing to take a transfer into their own 
names. In the latter case their proper course was to sign the 
transfer in blank, and this in fact they did, at the same time 
handing the certificates to a broker for transmission to New 
York. Instead of this, however, he deposited some of them 
with the plaintiff bank as security for advances to himself, 
and, upon his failure, the bank claimed to retain them as 
against the executors. It was admitted that the certificates 
were in no sense negotiable instruments, but it was said that 
the fact that they were signed in blank shewed that the broker 
who held them had authority to dispose of them. Everything 
depended, therefore, upon whether this was so or not, and the 
House of Lords found that it was not. According to the practice 
referred to above, the signatures of the executors might mean 
either that they intended to transfer the shares or that they 
intended to obtain registration of them in their own names, and 
the bank was not entitled to rely upon one of these meanings to 
the exclusion of the other. There was, consequently, no room for 
the application of the doctrine of estoppel, and the claim of the 
bank failed. Lord Bramwett pointed out that the case was also 
governed by the principle of Karl of Sheffield v. London Joint-Stock 
Bank (13 App. Cas. 333), and that the bank was not at liberty to 
accept the certificates from the broker as security for his own debts 
without inquiring into his title so to dispose of them. The present 
case, like that, is, of course, solely a question between the banks 
and the brokers. Ifit suits the purpose of the former to make 
advances to the latter upon any securities that can hastily be got 
together, and without examining into the title to them, they are, 
of course, at liberty to do so. But this is no reason why the 
courts should relax the rules of law which exist in favour of the 
actual owners of the property. 





Tuer qvxstion of the right of the purchaser of the goodwill of 
a business to continue the use of the old name appears to have 
usually arisen in the case of sales of partnership arate but 
in Thynne vy. Shove (reported elsewhere) a claim was made 
by the defendant, the purchaser, to continue the use, without 
any qualification, of the sole name of his vendor, the plaintiff. 
That the purchase of the goodwill does at any rate entitle the 
purchaser to use the old name in such a way as to shew that he is 
carrying on the old business is clear from Ohurton v. Douglas 
(Johns. 174) and other cases; and the vendor, although he may 
Wish to start in business again, is not entitled to object to a 





properly qualified use of his name. Where, however, the old 
name is continued, simply, without any intimation that tho business 


has changed hands, inconveniences may arise, and, if the name is 
that of a living person, he may either become liable on contracts 
entered into with the purchaser, or, at any rate, will incur the risk 
of having actions brought against him. To avoid confusion of this 
kind, Hatt, V.C., restrained the use of the name of a living 
person in Levy v. Walker (10 Ch. D. 436), but his decision was 
overruled by the Court of Appeal on the ground that the lady, 
whose name was in question, had changed it by marriage. Where 
the business was formerly carried on by there is the less 
likelihood of trouble, as the dissolution of ership can be 
properly advertised, and probably this would avoid any actual 
liability. The position of a single vendor, however, who allows 
his name to remain on a shop after he has parted with the business, 
is less secure, and, as Mr. Justice Srretine decided in the above 
case, he is entitled to an injunction restraining the purchaser from 
using his name in such a way as to expose him to liability. 





Tue prostem of how to deal with “numerous infringers’’ is at 
the present moment sorely perplexing patent lawyers in the 
United States, and a Bill to prevent maintenance in the defence of 
patent suits is before Congress. It provides ‘‘that whenever it 
shall appear in any suit concerning letters patent of the United 
States that the defence of the suit is interfered with or maintained 
by a combination of individuals or by a combination of corpora- 
tions, or both, or by any attorney or officer of such combination 
not lawful defendants thereto, originally or by intervention, any 
such interference or maintenance is hereby declared to be a public 
offence, and the attorney of the United States for the district 
where such action is pending shall, upon the affidavit of the plain- 
tiff, supported by the affidavits of two other persons filed in the 
court where the suit is pending, naming such combination of 
individuals or combination of: corporations, or both, summarily 

resent the names of all parties so complained of to a grand jury 
for indictment, and upon a bill of indictment found, eaid attorney 
shall criminally prosecute each and every one indicted, and upon 
trial and conviction the judge of the court shall impose a fine of 
not less than 2,000 nor more than 10,000 dollars upon each indi- 
vidual or corporation offender ; and in the case of any association 
or trust com of individuals or corporation offenders, or both, 
the said United States attorney shall proceed in equity imme- 
diately after such conviction to dissolve such association or trust, 
und to confiscate its property to the use of the United States; and 
circuit courts of the United States shall have original jurisdiction 
.” This measure bears a remarkable resemblance to 
the themistes of primitive jurisprudence. Its promoters strike 
merely at a difficulty which has arisen; and it does not seem to 
have occurred to them that there may be “maintenance” of an 
action as well as of a defence. 





In tHe case of Re Simes, Simes v. Newbery (ante, p. 490) 
Mr. Justice Kexewicu held that the court had no jurisdiction to 
direct a writ of attachment to issue against a defaulting trustee for 
non-compliance with an order to pay cath into court, where a 


receiving order had been made against him on his own petition 
after the expiration of the time limited for payment, but the 


date of the notice of motion for attachment. The order was made 
against him ‘as trustee,” so that he was not protected from arrest 
under section 4 of the Debtors Act, 1869, but the case to 
be consistent with Re Manning (34 W. R. 111, 30 Ch. D. 480), 
where the Court of Appeal held that section 9 of 
Act, 1883, gave them no discretion, and that, after a receiving 
order had been made, no 
— or property of the debtor, and they released from arrest a 
efaulter against whom an order icitor. 

the other hand, Re Wray (36 W. 

shew that attachment for non-compliance 


ciplinary and that the bankruptcy of the who ought 
to have made the payment is not in i a sufficient reason for 
to issue an attachment against him; bat we 


has a discretion under section 10 of the Bankraptey Act. 
Howeing wos ech velo’ 00, tel tn Goat ot Aupeal 

said that the existence of the receiving order did not deprive the 
judge of urisdiotion to order a writ of attachment, and Mr. Justice 
ontu held that section 9 had no reference to proceediogs which 
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were actually pending egainst the debtor at the date of the 
receiving order, and that the application for an attachment was 
only a continuing of the proceedings which led to the making of 
the order for payment. Re Wray was not cited to Mr. Justice 
Kxxewica, but his lordship seems to have referred to it when he 
said that it made all the difference that the order in the case before 
him was for payment of “‘ cash,” not of “ moneys in his hands.” 





Tue case of The Script Phonography v. Gregg (ante, pp. 450, 
457) introduces a variation from the ancient practice of the Court 
of Chancery with regard to orders imposing a penalty for failure to 
comply with a requirement that an act should be performed within 
a limited time. All such orders used to be considered as orders 
nisi, and where, for instance, a was required to take the 
next step in a suit, or in default that his action should stand dis- 
missed, it was necessary to obtain a further order for absolute dis- 
missal on proving the default. Where, however, no particular 
question of merits would arise necessitating the possession in the 
hands of the defendant of a document shewing the dismissal of the 
suit, it was customary to use a form comprising the words “‘ with- 
out further order” immediately after the words “ dismissed out of 
this court.” Take the form in Seton (No. 3, p. 1541), which is an 
order that the plaintiff shall, before a given day, give notice of 
trial, or in default his action shall stand dismissed without further 
order. Here there would be no necessity that the defendant should 
bave in his possession a document equivalent to a dismissal of the 
action on its merits, as a reference to the records of the court 
would at any time shew whether the notice of trial had ever been 
given, or, if given, whether within the time limited. The practice 
of the Queen’s Bench Division is no sure guide in such a case as 
that under notice, where the words “‘ without further order” are 
not inserted, as without an order directing a final dismissal a de- 
fendant in the Chancery Division might be left with an imperfect 
doeument of title dependent for its efficiency on a proof to be 
obtained of non-compliance with some requirement, which proof 
it is no longer possible to obtain. 








“THE SILENT AND SECRET MODE OF ALTERING 
THE LAW.” 


We remarked with mild surprise last week on the profound mystery 
in which the “ Bill to improve the procedure for making rules of 
court snd other rules” was enshrouded, not merely when it was in 
draft, but after it had been read a first time in the House of 


ment, that the whole and sole object of the Bill is to prevent 
the rule-making authorities from following the example of its 


The President of the Incorporated Law Society, in his address at 
the Leeds meeting, last October, referred with great force and 
ustice to the advantage that would accrue to the public and to 
practitioners if the representative bodies of the two branches 
of the profession were consulted before the issuing of any new rule 
“‘either by means of representation on the Rule Committee of 
Judges or by s statutory right of consultation,” and he expressed 8 
hope that, before his term of office expired, he might see ‘this most 
important work brought tos sati termination.” The Bill pro- 
by the council is 2 valuable commencement of the work, but 
y be hoped that it is not a termination. It does not propose to 
apes Semeateties oe the Rule Committee or a stata 
, but simply provides that “the draft of all 
be made by any rule-making authority sball be 
London Gasette ot \east forty days before the 
made; and on the expiration of those forty days 
the rule-msking suthority may make the rules, 
or to the effect of the published draft, or with 
a a8 to the said a may seem fit.” 
reason exceedingly moderate nature of this proposal a 
to be tolerably obvious. No one can doult thet the Council of 
Incorporated Law Hociety most strongly desire that the f 
should be given to the suggestions of the president ; but, as 
have to consider what proposals are likely to 
and since this depends on the decision 
majority, they have to ascertain what proposals 
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will be assented to by the Government officials, And here they 
have to deal with an official whose views as to the expediency of 
legislation by rule have undergone a remarkable change. In 1883 
Sir Harpixecr Girrarp took occasion in the House of Commons to 
protest against the “silent and secret mode of altering the law” 
by rules. It would appear that if Sir Harper Grerarp had still 
been Sir Hanprvez Grrrarp, and had still been in opposition, the 
Council of the Incorporated Law Society would have found in him 
a warm supporter of any Bill which proposed to restrict this 
obnoxious “silent and secret mode of altering the law.’’ But the 
transformation of Sir Harpmez Grrrarp into Lord Hatssury was 
accompanied with a transformation of his opinions on this subject. 
Lord Hatssury saw that Sir Harpivez Girrarp had taken a 
lamentably one-sided view of the matter. He had thought only of 
the advantage of the public and the profession. He had over- 
looked the great convenience to a Lord Chancellor who had not 
made up his mind as to all the provisions of a Bill, of introducing a 
skeleton Bill to be completed by rules; the great advantage of 
keeping back matters which might give rise to troublesome opposi- 
tion, and providing that they should be dealt with in the ‘silent 
and secret mode” ; and, perhaps also, the great increase of dignity 
arising from the personal power to legislate on all kinds of sub- 
jects. However unconstitutional in principle this mode of legis- 
Jation may be, it is highly convenient to the legislator. And 
with the proverbial zeal of a new convert, Lord Hazssury has 
persistently sought to avail himself of the ‘silent and secret 
mode.” It is with this rule-making cadi that the Council of the 
Ineorporated Law Society have had to reckon, and, in place of 
complaining of the smallness of the concession asked for, we ought 
to be very thankful if even this is obtained. 

The Bill, if it passes into law, will, at all events, to a certain 
extent, secure an interval for representation and remonstrance 
before objectionable rules are made. There is no provision that 
the rule-making authority shall consider, or even receive, objec- 
tions; but then it should be remembered that there is all the 
difference in the world between the effect of remonstrance before a 
rule is actually made and while it is only in the nature of a pro- 
posal, and remonstrance after a rule has been actually made and 
issued. Those who know something of the proceedings of the 
Rule Committee have reason to believe that, even under the exist- 
ing system, there is no hesitation on the part of the committee in 
cancelling, in consequence of fuller information or private 
criticism, rules which may have been passed by the committee, but 
which have not yet been issued. But we all know that, when a 
rule bas once been issued, it requires articles in legal journals, 
succeeded by skilfully-directed agitation, deputations, and what 
not, to get them altered. Though the Bill will directly effect no 
further change than procuring the publication of drafts of rales 
forty days before such drafts can be made and issued as rules, we 
think, for the reasons above given, that this alone will be practically 
a very important safeguard, provided always that the council are 
prepared to discharge the obligation which, as we shall hereafter 
point out, their introduction of the Bill in its present form appears 
to lay on them. The passing of the Bill will be a great point 
geined in another respect. It will furnish a precedent for a more 
direct restriction of the powers, not merely of the Rule Committee, 
but also of other rule-making authorities, and, in particular, of the 
cadi aforesaid ; and will not merely furnish such a precedent, but 
will probably also, in course of time, afford an incitement to action 
in the direction suggested by the President. For when the rule 
-making authorities have had a few years’ experience of remon- 
strance against drafts, they may come to see that it is better to 

ibilit a | admit a statutory right of consultation 

of the representatives of both branches of the profession. Here, 

again, however, the result will depend on the mode of discharge 
the obligation to which we have previously referred. 

We think we have said enough to shew that the Bill is one 
which ought to receive the hearty support of the profession, and 
for the introduction of which all lawyers should feel grateful to 
the Council of the Incorporated Law . Bolicitors in par- 
ticular should be rejoiced that the council have brought forward 
the Bill in its present form, because, by proposing that the draft 
of rules shall be published days before they can be made, 
the council impliedly undertake that they will examine every such 
draft with an eye to the interests of the profession, and take 
action to such interests ; and will never, in future, leave the 
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sum of money for preliminary expenses, these having been really 
incurred in “‘ rigging the market.” This was not a case, however, 
of a mere honest mistake ; there had been a clear want of care, 
and upon this the director’s liability might well be founded. 

It thus appears that though no doubt is expressed as to the 
liability of directors for acts done merely wltra vires, and these are 
said to constitute a breach of trust for which they are liable as 
trustees, yet two other circumstances are always present; either 
the acts complained of are accompanied by conduct on the part of 
the directors which is morally wrong, or they involve an applica- 
tion of the assets of the company which any man of ordinary 
capacity must know to be improper. But where these collateral 
circumstances are not present there is an inclination to remember 
that directors are not really trustees, and to shrink from visiting 
upon them all the consequences of a breach of trust. As was said 
by James, L.J., in Marzetti’s case (supra), although they must 
shew something like reasonable diligence, yet they are not to be 
made liable upon those too strict rules which were in former times 
established by the Court of Chancery to make unfortunate 
trustees liable. This principle was acted upon by Wickens, V.C., 
in Pickering v. Stevenson (20 W. R. 654, L. R. 14 Eq. 322), where 
it was held that the payment of costs of a prosecution for libel was 
ultra vires. At the same time it was remarked that the position 
of the directors was very different from that of ordinary trustees, 
and as they bad acted bond fide, and in the sincere belief that 
they were carrying out the wishes of a large majority of the 
shareholders, they were not ordered to refund the sums already 
paid. As a further ground it was pointed out that the 
repayment would only benefit infinitesimally the shareholders 
entitled to complain. But the most explicit expression of opinion 
in favour of directors who honestly mistake their powers is 
that of Bacon, V.C., in London Financial Association v. Kelk 
(supra), though, as he ultimately held that nothing had been done 
ultra vires, the point was not essential to his decision. He con- 
sidered that the question was to be decided in the same way as any 
other question which affect the liability of directors, and that if 
they applied to the construction of the articles the same care 
which an honest and prudent man would shew in dealing with his 
own affairs, they must be absolved from blame. Judged by the 
dicta in the above cares, it can hardly be maintained that this 
opinion is good law, and it is probablo, as Kexewicu, J., says, 
that directors who in point of fact act wlérd vires must take 
the risk of any mistake which they may make; at the same time, 
should the question ever arise stripped of all collateral circum- 
stances imputing to the directors wrong-doing, or neglience, or want 
of ordinary insight, it is possible that the general proposition may 
require to be reviewed. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
COMMISSIONERS FOR OATHS ACT, 1889. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 


Sir,—An application was made to me, as a commissioner for oaths, 
to note a protest by a master of a vessel where, through stress of 
weather, aot of the cargo had been lost overboard. There was no 
notary public available and no justice of the peace within easy reach. 
Upon reference to the Conmissioners for Oaths Act, 1889, I find 
that section 2 authorizes the taking of affidavits (which includes 
“ attestation or protestation of honour” ) relating to ‘‘ applications 
for notarial faculties,” and that section 6 empowers the officials therein 
described to ‘‘do any notarial act which any notary public can do 
within the United Kingdom,” but I do not find that these last 
mentioned powers have been extended to commissioners for oaths. 
If the “ noting ” of a protest be a “‘ notarial act,” it would appear 
that a commissioner for oaths is not empowered to take the protest. 
What is the practice of the profession in this respect, and what are 
your views as to the power of a commissioner to note these protests ? 

Dolgelly, May 24. W. BR. Davizs. 





WORDS AS TRADE-MARKS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—The essential particulars of new trade-mark words required 
to be ered as trade-marks are stated in the Patents, Designs, 
and Marks Act, 1888, s. 10, to be (1) invented words, or (2) 
words having no reference to the character or quality of the goods, 


and not being a geographical name. There is no statutory meaning 
or definition of these terms. For a guide as to the words which may 


now be registrable one turns to the official Trade-Marks Journal, the 
periodical record of the register of trade-marks, to consider the con- 
struction of those words which are registered, and which have con- 
sequently satisfied the requirements of the Act in the view of the 
officials of the Patent Office. 

I extract the following examples from recent issues of that official 
organ :—‘‘ Washerine,” a laundry preparation; ‘‘Teateana,”’ for tea. 
If it is said that these trade-mark words were registered when the 
recent Act had been but a short time in operation, and are, there- 
fore, not fair hone ee it will not avail much. The previous well- 
known decision of the Court of Appeal in Van Duzer'’s Trade-Mark 
explained that ‘‘a fancy word, to be capable of registration as a 
trade merk, must be a word which obviously cannot have any 
reference to any description or designation of where the article 
is made or of what its character is”; expressed otherwise 
as ‘obviously meaningless—non-descriptive of the particular 


article.’ In face of these tests, ‘“ erine” and ‘‘ Teateana” 
were placed upon the register of trade-marks in 1889 But 


to come to a still more recent period. On March 7 last Mr. Justice 
Kay decided (upholding the decision of the Comptroller-General) 
that the word ‘‘Satinine” for starch and soap, was a descriptive 
word, and therefore could not be registered (34 Sotictrors’ JOURNAL, 
319). It is curious to observe that ‘‘ Satinine” was refused regis- 
tration, but ‘‘ Washerine” and ‘‘ Teateana” were registered without 
contest. However, it was clear after the “‘Satinine ” case, if it was 
not so previously, that a new trade-mark word required to be 
registered: must be an invented word, must have no reference to 
character or quality, must be not a geographical name, be non- 
descriptive, and not end with “ine” attached to an ordinary word; 
the decisions of the comptroller thereafter might have been ex- 
pected to be less mg But there were registered as trade- 
marks ‘‘ Honeyca,” a f stuff, March 20-26, 1890; and ‘‘ Blond- 
ine,” a preparation for dyeing, bleaching, colouring, staining, and 
tinting human hair, May 8-14, 1890! 

How can these contradictory examples of the exercise of a dis- 
cretionary power be reconciled? Mr. Justice Kay's decision 
upholding the refusal to register the word ‘‘Satinine” shews, by 
parity of reasoning, that the examples given previously thereto are 
improperly registered for aught that ap to the contrary. But 
what shall be said of the words  oadgen* and ‘ Blondine,’’ 
registered after that decision ? Gro. 8 SoLomon. 

May 27, 1890. 





BUILDING SOCIETIES AND LIFE ASSURANCE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Section 3 of the Life Assurance Companies Act, 1870, pro- 
vides that ‘‘ every company established after the passing of this Act 
within the United Kingdom which shall commence to carry on the 
business of life assurance within the United Kingdom shall be re- 
quired to deposit the sum of £20,000 with the Accountant General of 
the Court of Chancery,” &c. 

Section 2 defines the term ‘‘company” to mean any person or 
persons, corporate or unincorporate, not being registered under the 
Acts relating to friendly societies, who issue or are liable under 
policies of assurance upon human life within the United Kingdom or 
who grant annuities upon human life within the United Kingdom. 

The rules of a building society provide (inter alia) as follows : — 

On the death of a member, having in the society any sum not 
exceeding £50, who shall die intestate, the same shall be paid, within 
one month of receipt of notice, to the person whom the board may 
deem entitled thereto without taking out letters of administration as 
per 37 & 38 Vict. c. 42, s. 29. Should the sum exceed £50, the same 
shall be paid to the deceased’s executors or administrators. Or the 
share of any deceased member may be transferred into the names of 
the person or entitled thereto, as per rule 16, upon payment 
of the ordinary fees, when after such transfer, the first share, or, if all 
the books have been issued, the first book in the name of such person 
or persons upon the register of members, shall be considered as 
appropriated, and if not in arrear with subscriptions, carry with it 
the ri ht toan advance in the same way as if the register number of 
such had been drawn in a ballot—provided always that the 
a — Bo wg Doom is 80 ve ra — — 

ears O an er -five years of age, an goo 
aon the teniins were i or trausferred to him. 

Rule 16, referred to, provides for the manner of dealing with shares 
aan iia as to the amount of each share, fines, subscrip- 


Is a building society having such a rule as that set out a “‘com- 
pany” within section 3 of the Life Assurance Com 


panies Act, 1870? 
[How can the buildin 


STONEOVER. 
society be said to have issued, or to be 
liable under, a ‘‘ policy of assurance’ f—Ebp. 8, J.]. 
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CASES OF LAST SIT! INGS 


Court of Appeal, 
8T0Z v. REES—No. 1, 22nd May. 


Practice—Writ or Summons—Ixporsement or ‘*AppRESS OF PLAIN- 
qirr’’—Pxiace or Bustness—R. 8. 0., [V., 1; Appenprx A., Parr I., 


Form I. 

Appeal from an order of the Queen’s Bench Division (Grantham and 
Vaughan Williams, JJ.) affirming an order of Hawkins, J., in chambers, 
staying proceedings in the action until the writ of summons was amended 
by indorsing thereon the place of residence of the plaintiff. The master 
had refused to make the order. The writ, which was issued by a 
solicitor, was indorsed with the name of the place where the plaintiff 
carried on his business in the City of London. Ord. 4, r.1, provides 
that ‘‘ the solicitor of a plaintiff suing by a solicitor shall indorse upon 
the writ the address of the plaintiff, and also his own name or firm and 

of business’; and Form I. in Part I. of Appendix A. speaks of the 
ndorsement of the plaintiff’s ‘‘ residence.” e Divisional Court, 
following Mee v. Denbigh (27 Souicrrors’ Jounnat, 617), held that the 
‘‘address’’ to be indorsed upon the writ of summons must be the place 
of residence, and not the place of business, of the plaintiff. 

Tue Court (Lord Esuer, M.R , and Fry and Lorzs, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal, holding that the judgment of the Divisional Court was right.— 
OounsEt, Scarlett ; Ashton Cross. Soxicrrors, Canwarden ; C. Rogers. 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
THYNNE v. SHOVE—Stirling, J., 22nd May. 


VeEnpor AND PurcHAsER—SALB oF Bustnrss—Goopwit—Lmirep Ricxt 
TO usSE Name oF VENDOR. 


The plaintiff carried on business at Blackheath as a baker and confec- 
tioner. In March, 1890, he entered into a contract to sell to the 
defendant his business, goodwil!, and stock-in-trade, and in April, 1890, 
executed an assigument to him of the leasehold house orshop, the business, 
goodwill], and stock-in-trade, including therein a quantity of paper bags 
and cards bearing the name of ‘‘ A. Thynne, Baker,” etc. No express 
assignment of the right to use the plaintiff's name was made. After using 
up the cards in stock, the defendant caused to be printed and issued 
similar cards, bearing plaintiff's name and the ape of the business, 
but not disclosing the fact that the business had changed hands. The 
plaintiff moved for an injunction to restrain him from so using the name 
of the plaintiff, or otherwise trading in that name. He relied upon Levy 
v. Walker (27 W. R. 370, 10 Ch. D. 436) and Gray v. Smith (38 W. RB. 
310, 43 Ch. D. 208). 

Streiine, J., held that the plaintiff, having assigned the goodwill of his 
business, had claimed in excess of his rights, and the only fit to the use 
by the defendant of the plaintiff's name was that he must not hold the 
plaintiff out as the owner of the business so as to render him Jiable in 
any way. ‘The plaintiff had relied principally upon Levy v. Walker 
o W. R. 370, 10 Ch. D. 436). In that case, . Levy, who, when Miss 

arbonnel, had carried on business with Miss Walker in London under 
the name of Charbonnel & Walker, had assigned her share to Miss Walker 
and removed to Paris: she sought to restrain Miss Walker from trading 
under the name of Charbonnel & Walker. The relief sought was refused, 
partly, it was clear, on the ground that no possible liability could be 
imposed upon Mrs. Levy by Miss Walker’s acts. In v. Walker 
James, L.J., held that the assignment of the goodwill and business did 
convey the right to use the full name of the former partnership, and the 
exclusive right to use that name as between the vendor and the purchaser 
of that business. His lordship held that the defendant was entitled to use 
the name of the plaintiff so fer as not to expose the plaintiff to any 
liability, and granted an injunction restraining the defendant, his servants 
and agents, from using the plaintiff's name in such a way as to hold him 
out as a person with whom contracts were made, which would impose 
liability. No order as to costs.—OounssL, Graham Hastings, Q.0., and 
Bradford ; Buckley, Q.0., and Levett. Soxrcrrors, Ingoldby § Adkin ; Keene, 
Marsland, § Bryden. 


Re CHARLES JACKSON (Deceased) ; LONSDALE ». JACKSON.—Stirling, J., 
th May. 


Wiutt—Oonstrvuction—Pegriop or DisrrinvTion—O ass. 


Charles Jackson by his wil], dated the 5th of May, 1868, appointed his 
brother, Frederick Jackson, executor and trustee thereof, and devised four 
freehold and four copyhold houses at Fulham to his brother, Thomas Henry 
Jackson, for life, and three freehold houses at Fulham to his brother, 
James Jackson, for life, with remainder for life to the survivor of them, 
and after the death of such survivor with remainder for life to Frederick 
Jackson, and then directed :—‘‘Aud from and immediately after his 
decease (Frederick), then I direct that the rents and its of the said 
hereditaments and premises shall be held and retained ior the absolute use 
and benefit of all and every the children of the said Frederick Jackson who 
shall be then living until the youngest shall attain the age of twenty-one 
a after which time I direct the same hereditaments and premises to 

sold by public auction or private contract, and the proceeds divided 


eq tween such children, and the issue of such of them as 
have ‘tied leaving issue.” ¢ rs | 


Thomas Henry Jackson died in 1875, 
James Jackson in 1876, Frederick Jackson died in 1879, having had six 





| 


children, five of whom survived him. Of these six children, one daughter, 
Mary Ann, married John Lonsdale, had two children, and died in 1874. 
These two children, by their father and next friend, took out an 
originating summons against the widow and executrix of Frederick 
Jackson and his five surviving children, claiming, as the only issue of 
Mary Ann Lonsdale, to take a share in the proceeds of sale of the free- 
hold and copyhold houses devised by the will of Charles Jackson, and to 
take such share per capita with the five children of Frederick Jackeon 
living at his decease. The youngest child of Frederick Jackson would be 
twenty-one years of age in A’ 1890. 

Srreuine, J., on the estate of the seven claimants being joint tenants or 
tenants in common, distinguished Morgan v. Britten (13 L. R. Eq. 28, 20 
W. R. Ch. Dig. 134) and followed Goodier v. Johnson (18 Ch. D. 440), and 
held that there were no words in the will to render it necessary for the 
children to survive the death of the tenant for life, Krederick Jackson, or 
to postpone co of distribution. ‘‘ Such’ children must be read as 
referring to ‘‘all and every the children” of Frederick, and the class 

enerally must include the survivors and the issue of the deceased 

ughter. The children of Mary Ann Lonsdale would share per capita 
with the five surviving children of Frederick Jackson. Costs out of the 
fund in question.—Counsgi, Phipson Beale, Q.C., and Hull; Graham 
att .0., and W. Baker. Soricrrors, Hopgood § Dowsen ; Tippetis § 


Re THE CROWN BANK (LIM.)—North, J., lst May. 


Company—WINDING vuPp—JvuRISDICTION—PetITION By SHAREHOLDER— 
“Just anp Eaqurraste’’—Company OAarRYING ON Business Nor 
AvurHorisgp sy Memoranpum or Assocrat1on—Oompanigs Act, 1862, 


8. 

This was a petition by a shareholder for the winding-up of the company 
by the court. The company was incorporated in January, 1888, as a com- 
pany limited by shares, by registration under the Com Acts, with a 
capital of £250,000, divided into 25,000 shares of £10 each, under the name 
of the Mid Northamptonshire Bank (Limited), which was in February, 
1889, changed to “‘ The Crown Bank (Limited).”” The objects of the com- 
pany, as defined by the memorandum of association, were the carrying on 
of the business of bankers in all its branches, with all incidental matters 
and things connected therewith and generally all banking and momentary 
operations, and for the purposes aforesaid, or in common with any of the 
said objects, the acquisition and holding cr resale of real and personal 
estate, either by way of security, investment, or otherwise, the discounting 
of bills, and the granting and perme loans on eg | of almost any 
kind, and to carry on financial operat of every kind ; the borrowing of 
money and making and issuing mortgages and other securities for rey 
secured on a 4 of the bank, or without security; the inves e 


moneys of the in shares, stock, bonds, &c., and securities of any 

com , trust, or corporation formed under British, fo or colonial 
— 

law, an 8, or leasing 


upon any other securities ; the acquiring, p 
of land, buildings and prope in the county of pene and else- 
where either in or out of dealing therewith; and many other very wide 
objects mentioned in the memorandum. In April, 1888, the directors 
issued a prospectus, inviting applications for shares, in which the objects 
of the company were thus stated :—‘‘ This bank has been formed for the 
purpose of extending banking facilities in the county of Northampton, 
particularly in the Parliamentary division of Mid Northampton, where 
from the rapidly increasing manufacturing population in the boot trade 
and other local circumstances, it is known there is a table field for 
further banking operations.’’ The petitioner alleged on the faith of 
this prospectus he and other shareholders subscribed for shares. In 1888, 
the company opened an office for banking business at Rushden, in North- 
hamptonshire, but did little or no business there, and about seven months 
afterwards that office was closed, the dirrctors finding that it did not pay 
its expenses, and the company had never had any other business in North- 
hamptonshire. In February, 1889, the name of the company was changed, 
as already mentioned, and they took an office in ion at which 
never carried on any proper banking businers, but carried om a business 
consisting solely of speculations in stocks and shares. The only balance 
sheet over issued shown that a considerable Joss had resulted, but there 
was uncalled cagitel, though only about 5,400 shares had been iseued. 
The petitioner alleged that under the circumstances it was ‘‘just and 
equitable ’’ that the company should be wound up. 

NortH, J., made a win -up order, on the ground that it was ‘‘ just 
and equitable” to the society. He said that the main business which the 
company was found to carry on was a local banking business; that busi- 
ness had been entirely abandoned, and the business which had actually 
been carried on in London was a speculative business of an entirely 
different nature. The prospectus, on the faith of which persons were 
invited to become shareholders, was addressed to the formation of a local 


bank, and nothing more. He that the us could not control 
the objects as defined by the memorandum, but he thought that the 
the jum. It was 


prospectus had placed the true construction on 
said that the speculations carried on by th 
objects stated in the memorandum. In his opinion, if t 

of a company were to state the objects of the company to be the carr 
on of any business whatsoever which the directors might think be 
profitable to the shareholders, that would not be such a statement of the 
Shgacte an wes anaes A Se Com: Act. If the present memoran- 
dum were construed as widely as it 

it would authorize the running of a line of baloons between the earth 
the moon. If such an interpretation were 
pot, in hie lendohig’s ogiaicn, be wai Be Comune In his 
or : 


ve woe SS oe "8 
had been abandoned the business which had since been carried on was 
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the objects for which the company was formed. It had been 
that if directors were doing that which was u/ira vires there was 

well known open to the P epee g He should apply to the 
to restrain them from doing which was beyond their power, and 
case a petition for winding up the company was net the P pe 
As a general rule, and with certain limits, his lordship did not 
dissent from proposition. If a company were ing on their 
business and also an illegitimate one, a winding- up order would 
not be the remedy, but an injunction would. If the legitimate 
Subtintes bell Become impossible, and the company were carrying on an 
unauthorized business, a winding-up order would be the appropriate 


He 


remedy. For instance, if a steamship omen was established for the 
conveyance of goods between ll and Dublin, and if for convenience 
they to land the goods before they reached Dublin and Pl 
chase a rail to carry the goods by land, the purchase of the railwa 

being nd their powers, that be a case for an injunction ; but 

by any it became practically impossible for them to convey the 
goods by steamer, and they proposed to buy the railway and carry the 


by 
ovat yw way only, thus carrying on only an unathorized business 

of their proper busineas, then he thought it would be open to a 
shareholder to ay ter a winding-up order. This was the ground on 
which his lord decided this case.—OovunszL, Napier Higgins, Q.0., and 
; Bramwell Davis ; Cozens-Hardy, Q.0., and A. R. Kirby ; Everitt, 
O., and Chadwyck Healey; P. F. Wheeler. Soutrcrrors, C. Curtis; C. 
; Goddeu 8. Hore; G. Lincoln, 


E 


ie 





Bankruptcy Cases, 
Re SMITH—Q. B. Div., 20th May. 


Banxrurtcy—Disciamer or Lease—Morreace zy Sus-pemiss—Assicn- 
muntT OF Mornreace—Vestinc Orpsr—Banxrvurptcy Act, 1883, s. 55. 
In this case an important question was referred by the registrar to the 

as ee whee my as to whether a mortgagee by demise, after being served 

by trustee in bankruptcy with notice of motion for leave to disclaim, 

can get rid of the liability imposed on him by section 55, sub-section (6), 

of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, either to take a vesting order subject to the 

oo < ~~ — as ok rpm Po under or be excluded from all 

, by transf his mortgage to an assignee, not 
with the intention of parting with any beneficial interest in 
of the assignee, but by constituting such ee trustee for him 
the sole intention and object of relieving himself from the aforesaid 

There was aleo the further question whether the same thing 

be done, at an. sate, When the autgues fe not a responsible person, 
unable to the obligations the bankrupt was under to the land- 

Me tee galas og a gleaned Me of certain land for 
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Oo was employ, and it was con- 
tended that a vesting order should be made to such nominee. 
the object of the assignment was, that the mort- 
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entitled thereto, or in a trustee for him, that that meant that under 
proviso the same course might be taken. Without to the length 
saying that in no case could the court make an to a trustee 
mortgagee by sub-demise, it was clear that it could not be done 
t case. The obvious intention was that the mortgagee must be 
to assume the liability. Here the e was not willing. 
—_ en 6 Soa es See ee writer 
jperty so as any profit cou got out o no 
poet tag nage T. A 3 Yate Lee. Souscrrons, Lawrance § Oo. ; 
Hepburn, Sons, § Cutcliffe. 
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Solicitors’ Cases. 


BATTEN, PROFFITT, & SCOTT v. THE DARTMOUTH HARBOUR COMMIS. 
SIONERS—Kekewich, J., 3rd, 9th, and 23rd May. 


Soxrcrrors’ Costs or LiriGaTIon ON BEHALF oF CommissionERs—Oommis- 
sronzrs Ciauses Act, 1847 (10 Vicr. c. 16), s. 60. 


The plaintiffs were solicitors who had recovered judgment against the 
defendants for the amount of their bill of costs incurred in litigation, and 
they obtained the appointment of a receiver, and an order for inquiries 
as to the defendants’ property and debts and the priorities of incum- 
brancers. The defendants were constituted and authorized to carry out 
harbour works by Acts of Parliament, one of which, passed in 1882, 
incorporated the Commissioners Olauses Act of 1847. On further con- 
sideration, the plaintiffs asked for their costs of the action out of funds in 
co derived from rates and tolls, in priority to those of other parties, 
and the defendants asked for their costs as between solicitor and client 
out of the same fund. The private Act of 1882 authorized the commis- 
sioners to pay their current expenses, and section 60 of the Act of 1847 
— commissioners should not be personally liable and should be 

demnified out of rates and other moneys coming to their hands by 
virtue of that Act and the s Act. 

e plaintiffs were entitled to their costs of the 


action to a extent. He should direct the taxing master to 
distinguish the costs of which the other es, | the commissioners, 
had had the benefit and allow these, and the plaintiffs must add the rest 


to their security. As to the costs of the commissioners, his lordship was 
of opinion that on the words of the general Act of 1847 they were 
entitled to receive them as between solicitor and client out of the funds 
in court in priority to all other —Oovunset, Millar, Q.0., and 
Mulligan ; Marten, Q.0., and Swinfen Bady; Renshaw, Q.C., and Grosvenor 
Woods ; Horton Smith, Q.C., and Stewart Smith; M. T. Joyce, Upjohn, 
Fitzgerald. Soutcrrons, Batten, Proffitt, ¢ Scott ; Granville, Smith, § Co. ; 
ye Price, § Francis ; Austin ¢ Austin; H. Barnes; Woodcock, Ryland, 
¢ Parker. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
ASSOCIATED PROVINCIAL LAW SOCIETIES. 


The annual meeting of the above societies was held at the Law Institu- 
tion on the 14th inst., Mr. OC. T. Saunpgns in the chair. The under- 
mentioned societies were represented as follows:—The Berks, Bucks, and 
Oxfordshire Incorporated Law Society, by Mr. D. H. Witherington ; the 
Sestel Tarsepenciell Tae a Law Society, by Mr. O. T. Saunders; the 
Bristol Law Society, by Messrs. H. O’Brien O’Donoghue and 
Chas. R. Hancock; the Gloucestershire and Wilts Incorporated Law 


- | Society, by Mr. R. Ellett; the Leeds Law Society, by Mr. 
A. Copson Peake; the Liv 1 Tacorporetod Law Society, by esas. 
e Manchester Law 


Thos. Bellringer and F. ; 

Association, by Mr. John ; the Newcastle-upon-Tyne Incorporated 
, by Mr. Thos. G. Gibson ; the Ni ited Law 

Mr. Arthur Barlow, and Mr. Thomas Marshall, hon. sec. 

the meeting ha 


i 
HH 
EH 


and Wi 
hon. secs. for the year. 
The subscriptions of members for the current year was fixed as 
follows : £2 for the societies whose members do not exceed fifty, and £4 
for the societies whose members exceed fifty. 
Remuneration of private trustecs.—Mr. Joun Ooormn, on behalf of the 
Manchester Law Association, moved the follo ~ oa :—** That it 
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admitted difficulty of fixing a fair scale might, he thought, be got over, 
and had not been found insuperable in other cases. 

Mr. Betiemczr (Liverpool) seconded the resolution, which was sup- 
—_ by Mr. Grsson (Newcastle), and, in principle, by Mr. OC. 

vock (Bristol). On the other hand Mr. Wiruerincton (Berks, 
Bucks, Oxon), Mr. Pzaxe (Leeds), Mr. Bartow (Nottingham), Mr. 
Ex.err —— and Wilts) were for various reasons opposed to 
the pro . 

Me. ooPER, in reply, admitted the value of the discussion, and thought 
it better that the matter should stand over for further consideration, and 
that in the interval a draft scale of charges might be prepared. 

The Bankruptcy Bill, 1890.—The Cuaraman attention to an interview 
which took place on the 9th of May between a deputation from the London 
Chamber of Commerce and Sir Michael Hicks-Beach on this subject, at 
which the President of the Board of Trade had thrown out the suggestion 
that some of the chief objections which had been urged against the measure 
might ange be + he allowing a four-fifths or five-sixths majority of the 
creditors to bind the minority to a deed of arrangement, on the condition 
that the Board of Trade had some opportunity of preliminary investiga- 
tion, with the right of stopping the proceedings in case misconduct were 

ved the debtor. He mentioned that valuable reports on the 

ill had been framed by the Council of the Incorporated Law Society and 
by several members of the provincial law societies. Eventually, after 
some discussion, on the motion of Mr. Exuerr, seconded by Mr. Ooorzr, 
it was resolved :—‘‘ That the hon. sec. be requested to prepare and circu- 
late for consideration and adoption a report on this Bill, having regard to 
the reports already made by members of the association.” 

A vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the business of the 


meeting. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
RESULTS AT THE HONOURS EXAMINATION. 

Only seventeen candidates who entered for the honours examination 
succeeded in obtaining honours, of whom one obtained first class distinc- 
tion, three were in the second class, and thirteen in the third. 

Mr. J. L. Hunrsr, who wins the ‘‘ John Mackrell,” in addition to the 
Olement’s-inn and Daniel Reardon prizes, was educated at Boston, and 
was articled to Mr. A. O. Hillman, of Eastbourne. After g the 
intermediate, Mr. Hunter read privately after office hours until three 
months immediately preceding the examination, du which period he 
was coached for the final ; he did not attend any of the Incorporated Law 
Society’s lectures. 


THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Honours EXaMINnarion. 
April, 1890. 

At the examination for honours of candidates for admission on the 
roll of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination committee 
recommended the following candidates as being entitled to honorary 
distinction :— 

Frast Oxass. 


JosspH Lowruser Hunter, who served his clerkship with Mr. Arthur 
Chester Hillman, of Eastbourne. 


Sxconp Oxass. = 
{In Alphabetical Order. ] 
Atrrep Austin, B.A., who served his clerkship with Mr. Herbert 
— of the firm of Mesers. Nelson, Barr, & > ey of London and 


8. 
Oyrus Larmer Ornorr, who served his clerkship with Mr. Thomas 
White Windeatt, of Totnes; Mr. William Adams, of Plymouth; and 
Mesers. Orowders & Vizard, of London. 
Francis Oxirr Watkinson, who served his clerkship with Mr. Samuel 


Learoyd, of Huddersfield. 
Turrp Oxass. 


[In Alphabetical Order. ] 

Txomas Henry Broventon Bamrorp, who served his clerkship with 
Mr. John Bamford, of Ashbourne. 

Witt Hersert Barnes, who served his berg with Mr. Francis 
be pee Roberts, of Chester; and Messrs. Kennedy, Hughes, & Kennedy, 

on, 

Lzonarp Attun Bannan, who served his a the late Mr. 

po vo Ansell Day; and Mr. Montague Lowther Chapman Cather, of 
on. 
Francis Henry Bromwicn, who served his clerkship with Mr. St. 


Aubyn Angove, of London. 

Atrrap Rocsas Forp, who served his cler with Mr. Charles 
§ Ries Collins, of Trowbridge ; and Messrs. Whitakers & Woolbert, of 

on. 

Gronce Harr, who served his clerkship with Mr. William John 
Graham, of Fowey ; and Mr, George Henry ow, of > 

Wri Exnesr Loox woop, who served his cl with Mr. John 
Jessopp Milnes, of the firm of Mesers. Milnes & M of Hudders- 
field ; and Messrs. Van Sandau & Oo,, of London. 

Francis Joun Montanp, who served his clerkship with Mr. John 


Thornhill Morland, of Abingdon. 
Eanust Lonspatn Nanson, who served his cler with Mr, Tom 


Son, & Brown, of Sheffield; and Messrs. Peacock & Goddard, of London. 
Anruur Pyxs, who served his cle with Mr. Arthur James 
Sumners; Mr. George John Ouddon ; Mr. Frank Broome, all of 
London. 
Epauunp Satomon Spyzn, who served his clerkship with Mr. Salomon 
Speyer, of London. 
LFRED Ernzst Warp, who served his with Mr. Edward 
i of London. 


mean aR Rey here Meeers. Flux & 4 
The cil of the In Law Society have accordingly awarded 
the following prizes of — 
To Mr. Hunter—prize of the Honourable amen A of Clement’s-inn— 
value 10 guineas ; and the Daniel +> 3" ue about 25 
‘unter “The John 


The council have also awarded to Mr. 


Prize’’—value about £12 10s. 
Sixty-five candidates gave notice for the examination. 








PENDING LEGISLATION. 
PUBLICATION OF RULES. 
son to improve the Procedure for making Rules of Court and other 


Be it enacted, &c. : 
1. Draft rules to be published.| The draft of all rules to be 
made by any rule-making au ty shall be é the London 
Gazette at least forty days before the same shall be made; and on the ex- 
piration of those forty days (but not before) the rule-making authority 
may make the rules, either in the form or to the effect of the published 
pine Sg with such alterations or additions as to the said authority may 
seem fit. 
In the case of any rules which it is 
Ireland, publication in the Edinburgh or 
be) as well as in the London Gazette, shall be req 
2. Interpretation.| In this Act the term ‘‘ rule-making authority” 
means the authority for the time being empowered to make rules for 
Majesty’s Supreme Court of Judicature in England, and for Her 
Majesty’s Supreme Court of Judicature in Ireland, or any division 
thereof respectively ; the Lord of Great Britain, in 
pemesies 6 ony Sn enpetning eS Se can ee cee 
ae Se ay courts aaa of tr hana 
wise ; an vernment department, acting in pursuance any em- 
powerin "that di it to make rules, with the advice or concurrence 


of the Lord 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 
Lord Herscuztt has been appointed a Deputy-Lieutenant for the 
county of Kent. 
Mr. Pararcx Cox, solicitor, of Dublin, has been created a Civil Com- 
ion of the Order of the Bath. Mr. Coll was admitted a solicitor at 
ablin in 1864. He has been for several years Chief Crown Solicitor for 


Ireland. 

Mr. Writram Freprarck Harness Surru, 0.M.G., Governor of the 
Leeward Islands, has been created a t Commander of the Order of 
St. Michael and St. Sir W. Smith is the fourth son of Mr. John 
Lucie Smith. He was to the bar at the Middle mae ih Se 
Term, 1863. He was Solicitor-General of British Guiana 1865 till 
1874, and Attorney-General from 1874 till 1887. He was created a Com- 
pan.on of the Order of St. Michael and St. in 1887, and he was 
appointed Governor of the Leeward Islands in 1833. 


Mr, Frepraicx Barnzs Pra 
panion of the Order of the Star of India. 
of the Right Hon. Sir Barnes Peacock. He at 
Inner Temple in June, 1880. He was for several years registrar of 

at Calcutta, and he was subsequently secretary to the Judicial 
and Political Department of the Government of India. 
tral 


Mr. Rongrt Jossru Crostawa — Commissioner of the Cen 
a 


Crosthwaite, Rector of St. Mary-at-Hill, London. 
Morchant Taylors" School, and he was formerly scholar of Brasenose 
College, Oxford, and he was called to the bar at the Middle in 
Trinity Term, 1868. He has been for many years a member of the 


Civil Service. 


Mr. On Oxrver Poox, solicitor, of 29, a yo and 
of Greenwich, has been appointed: Solittr to Green District 
Teachers’ Associati was admitted a solicitor in 1882. 


| 
A 





Lamonby, of the firm of Messrs. Little & Lamonby, of ith. 
Onantus Hanny Parrrrr, who served his dlorkehig with Mosers, Vickers, 


ion, Mr, 
Mr, Auraxn T. Davies, solicitor (of the firm of Herbeet Lewis & Davies), 
| eee Dae eee Seeen bs oon 
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CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIP. 
DissoLvuTions. 
Joun Henry Tarrersatn and Rosert Leacn Entwiszz, solicitors 
(Tattersall & Entwisle), Southport. May 12. [ Gazette, May 23. 
Parerck Cortines and Corr Hay, solicitors (P. Collings & Oo.), 19, 
Buckingham-street, Strand, London. March 28. The said Patrick 
Collings will continue the business under the old style. 
[ Gazette, May 27. 





GENERAL. 


On the 22nd inst. the Royal assent was given to the Commissioners for 
Oaths Act (1889) Amendment Bill. 


Mr. Thomas Fearncombe Chorley, of Moorgate-street, solicitor, was 
seized with a fit in his office on Mondsy afternoon, and before medical 
attendance could be obtained he was found to be dead. Mr. Chorley, who 
was admitted in 1854, had been well known in City circles for many years. 


appears from the report of the Comptroller-General of the Patent 
Office on Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks that the total number of 

8 for the registration of trade-marks during 1889 was 11,316, a 
f off from 13,315 in 1888, but a substantial increase on 1884, when 
they were 7,104. 

The Lendon Gazette of Friday week contains an order stating that the 
office of Trainbearer to the Lord Chancellor, and the office of Usher in 
the Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice attached to the Lord 
Chancellor, are abolished, and that henceforth there shall be attached to 
the Lord Chancellor’s department a permanent officer called the Junior 
Olerk of the Chamber, who shall discharge all such duties as clerk and 
attendant in relation to that department. The salary shall be £140 per 
annum, rising by annual increments of £5 to £180 per annum. 


On the 26th inst. at the Marlborough-street Police Court, in the case of a 
lunatic charged with wandering by the police, Mr. Sheil drew the atten- 
tion of the inspector to the recent opinion first expressed by Mr. 
d’Eyncourt at this court, and subsequently by Sir John Bridge at Bow- 
street, that a doctor should be in attendance ready to give evidence before 
the magistrate. He had no doubt the Commissioners of Police had 
had their attention directed to the chief te’s recommendation. 
Inspector Deacon, A Division, said the latest order, dated the 24th inst., 

the commissioners was that under no cireumstances was a doctor to 
be called by the police to certify to the state of a person’s mind before 
the charge was heard by the magistrate, who might, of course, direct such 
an examination. Mr. Sheil.—Your order presumably relates only to the 
time they are in your custody. The object is to prevent delay, so that a 
magistrate — the case of lunatics at once, and to obviate sending 
them back to the cells or keeping them waiting about while a medical man 
to be fetched. 
Mr. F. G. Hindle having written to Lord Field with reference to the 
statement of the Solicitor- General to the effect that his lordship had denied 
that he had made the observation in the care of Regina v. Kay, the Justices 
of Over Darwen, ‘‘ The Legislature recognizes no vested right at all in any 
of a licence,” has received the following reply. The report of 
which og the observation in question appears in a book 
by . Hindle:—‘‘ Bakeham, Englefield-green, May 21. 
return herewith the documents which you have been good 
enough to forward to me. Mr. Solicitor-General was fully (word omitted) 
saying what he did, as, referring to what I understood had teen stated 
regard to my views, I authorized him to doso. I do not, however, 
propose at the present time, or on the present occasion, to enter upon any 
discussion of the question. It is enough for me to say that it was no part 
of my intention, or of anybody else, as far as I know, to impute to you, or 
to anybody, any want of veracity. I was not even aware of the report or 
that you were its author.—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, Fretp.”’ 
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securing the regular payment of the interest after the of the 
Government guarantee, and for that have en to set aside 
33 cent. of the nett earnings of h in each year for ten years, 
to place the same in the hands of trustees to accumulate. 
COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
Rots C¥ REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Date. APPEAL COURT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
z Mr. Ward idan” er. owes” 
i, iota Bemet * Carrington * Jeckeon 
Wetnesday.......... 4 Ward Lavie Clowes 
eccccccvcveccocvccee | O Pemberton Carrington Jackson 
Pith wr 4 ‘ard Lavie Clowes 
vescsssesvcvtansorecs Pemberton Carrington Jackson 
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Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
am Norra. STIRLING. KEKEWICH, 
2 . Godfrey Mr. Rolt . 
3 Mr. Pugh 
‘ Yeach Rolt h 
6 Godfrey Rolt h 
7 Leach Farmer Bedi 
TRINITY SITTINGS, 1896. 
COURT OF APPEAL. Bat.,.. seo. 2 
Appeal Court, I. ae : Apps from Q B final list 


Final and interlocutory appeals from the 
ueen’s Bench Division, the Probate, 
ivorce, and Admiralty Division (Ad- 

miralty), and the Queen’s Benc» Division 
Sitting in Bankruptcy. 


App. motns, ex pte—orgl. 
mote,—and apps, from ords 

Tuer., June 3¢ made on interlocutory mots 
and apps from the final 
list if required 


ead HF Apps from Q B final List 


Thurs, ... = a en OB 

cy apps & apps from 
Friday .... 6 { Final The F 
Saturday .. 7 


Mcnday.... a} A} p3 from the Q B final lis‘ 
Tuesday....10 
App. motas, ex pte—orgl. 
mots,—and apps, from ords 
Wednesday 11 < made on interlocutory mots 
and apps from final list if 


req e 
Apps fi the Q.B, Final 
Thursday laf ue rom the Q. inal 





: Bankraptcy app3 and app; 
Fridey ...13 | om QB final list 
ae 55 
Tuesdy ....17 


App. motns. ex pte—orgl 
motne—& apps from orders 
Wednesisy 18< made on interlocutory mos 
and apps from final list if 


req! ‘ 
Thursday 19 Apps from the Q.B. Final 


. Bkcy apps and apps from 
Friday ...... 20 i QB anal list P 
Saturday ...21 
Mon., .......23 Apps from Q B final list 
Tuesday......24 


Apo motas ex pte—Orgl 
motn:—& apps from orders 

Wednesday 254 made on interlocutory mtns 
and apps from final list 
if required 


wtih . 
Thur: day 26 { Pps from the Q.B, Final 


; ¢_ § Bkcy apps & apps from Q B 
Friday ...... . { Fir al List PP 
Bat........0++2 r 
Moncay...... 30} pps from the Q.B. Final 
Tues., July 1 = 

App. mots, ex pte—org. 
mots—and apps from ordrs 


Wednesday 24 made on inter tory mots 
and apps from fina! list if 


required 
Thursdsy ... 3...Apps from Q B Final List 
Friday ... 4 f vane apps from Q B 


A 

ptereter 7} Apps from the Q.B. Final 

Tuesday.... 8° Last 
App. motns, ex pt?- orgn. 
motns—and aovps from ords 
Wednesday 9 < made onint-rlocutory mots 
and «pps from final list if 

ui 


required 
Thursday ...10...Ap: s from Q ae li-t 
Bkey apps and apps frum 
occu a {Q'B fina! list 


Monday...14| Apps from Q B final list 
-oe AS 


App wmotns ex pt —Orgl 
mots—& apps from orders 
made on interlocutory mtns 
aud apps from final list 
if required 


Thursday.. 17, aque ives QB final list 


Bkcy 3 anispps from 
Friday, ... ..18} O's ancl vist 


Wednes ....16 


20} pe tom @ B final it 


App. motns. ex ple.—orgl. 
motse.—and apps. from 


Wd, coc cceres 23<ordrs made on initerlocu- 
tory motns and apps, from 
general list if ired 

Taniag ..M-o8 dee fae 

ps an. om 

Friday ....25] Opa 

Batarday ..26 


Monday ...:28{ apps trom QB Vinal Lit 
Tuesday ...29 
Ap>. mots, ex pte—orgl. 


mots—and apps from ordrs 
Wedcesday 30 ¢ made on taheclooutery mots 

po apps. from final list 
required 


t 
Thursday ..31,,,4 ms from Q B Final List 
Friday, Aug. 1{ he 


atria 7 





App. motns. ex pte—Orgl, 
mo!ns.— and apps.from ords 
Wednesday 6 < made on interlocutory mtns 
and apps. from general list 
if required. 
Thursday .., a ps from Q Ae list 
cy apps and apps from 
Friday .... 8{Qpanatiist | PP 


Sat . 9 
Monday ....11 \ Apps from Q B final list 
Tuesday....12 


N.B,—Admiralty Appeals, with assessors, 
are taken in Appeal Court I. on specially 
appointed days. 


Appeal Court, IT, 


Final and interlocutory appeals from the 
Chancery, and Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Divisions (Probate and Di- 
vorce), and the County Palatine and 
Stannaries Courts, 


App mins ex pte—original 
mtns—appeals from orders 

Tues., June 3 ¢ made on interlocutory mns 
(sep list), and apps from 
gen list if rm quired 


Apps from the Oh 
Wel, ceres..s + Gtveral List wee 
ounty Palatine Apps, an 
Thursday .. 5 { aprs from Chon gen list 
Friday .... 6 
Saturdy .... 7( Apps from the Chancery 
Monday.... 9 ( General List 
Taesday....10 ‘ . eintieal 
pp mtns ex pte—o. 
mtns—appeals from orders 
Wednesday 11 < made on interlocutory mtns 
(sep let) & apps from gen 
list if required 
Thursdy ...12 
Friday, ...... 13 
Bat, cocervcce 14> Apps from Chana gen list 
Mond., ...... 16 
Tues ...ee0 7 
App mtas ex p'e—original 
(inns — appeals from ords 
Wednesday 18 ¢ made on interlocutry mns 
{ ‘sep list) ont aoe from 
gen list if required. 
Thursday ...19 
Friday ......20 
Saturday ...21 > Apps from Ohan gen list 
Mon iay... .. 23 
Tuesdy ....24 
App mts ex pte—original 


mtnas — ap s from ords 
Wednesday 25 ( made on interlocutory mns 
sep list) and apps from gen 
hist 1f required 
Thursday ...26 
da 27 


Y ove 
GB .cccseccecse = Apps from Chan gen list 





App mtns ex pte—original 
m»tions—apps from orders 
Wednesday 2( made on interlocutory mus 
(sep list), aud apps from 
! list if required 
jounty Palatine apps, and 
Thursday ... 3 apps from the Chincery gen 


Friday ...... 4 

Saturday .. 5( Apps from the Chancery 

Mon. ... ... 7 (General List 

TUS, .0..04.+6 8 
App. moins, ex pie—orgl, 
motns— apps. from ords 

Wednesday 94 made on interlocutory mots 
(sep list), and apps. from 
‘general list if required 

Thursday | 

Bat ...+-++012 p Apps from Oban gen list 
App mtns ex pte—original 
sors eals from orders 

Wed, ......16 (made on interlocutory mns 


(sep list), and apps from 
gon list if required 
| ee ook? 


1B lg from the Ohancery 
Saturday ...19> Gere st cist 
cia 

Tuesday ... 


Tues, 














May 


Bat..-+++e* 
Monday «++ 
Tuesday. 


Wednesda} 


js newee 


urs 

Friday 
Satur ¢ 
Monday 
Tuesda 





final list 


pto—Orgl, 

8.from ords 
utory mtng 
eneral list 


inal list 
apps from 


nal list 


, a88easors, 
a specially 


from the 
ree, and 
and Di- 
tine and 


—original 
ym. orders 
tory mns 
pps from 


Chancery 


‘Pps, and 
m list 


Shancery 


~original 
m orders 
ory mins 
rom gen 


n list 


original 
om ords 
‘ry mns 
ps from 


n list 


original 
m ords 
ory mns 
rom gen 


n list 


riginal 
orders 
ry mus 
|} from 
ed 


>s, and 
ry gen 


ancery 


—orgl, 

ords 
y mots 
} from 
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Thursday . _ ee 6§ Motions continued and non | Friday .... 4...Mtns and adj sums ng pets., adj. sums 
friday «-- Ages tem. the Chance Friday 6{ ve list Saturday .. 5...Sht. caus, pets., & adj smn. Saturday . 5 pa. 
pan Gueeral List 7 Pets., sht. causes, opposed woes 7, «Sitting in chambers Money... 1.8 in chambers 
Monday ...- Saturday .. 7{ pets, procedure sums, and 8 Tuesd. . 
Tuesday... wit list General paper. Wednesday ° General paper. 
App. motns. ex pte—orgl. | Monday.... 9..S8itting in chambers Tharsday «10 
motns — apps. from ords | Tuesdy .... Friday recoll ..- Mtns ah ots, Fridey ......11...Mots. adj sums, & gen. pa. 
Wednesday 20 made on interlocutory mots | Wed, ibn wit list Saturday ...12...8ht caus, & om sum. | getorday ...12 Sht caus, pets, adj sums & 
(sep list), and apps from | Thurs, ... 1 Monday. 14. Sitting y- 
gereral list if required Friday, ....13,..Mns and non wits list Tuesday......15 Monday nals in chambers 
Thursday .. <1 Pets, sht causes, procedure | Wed., sooseny General paper. Tues. ...00015 
Friday, Aug. 1 Saturday ...144 sums, opposed pets, and Thareday ool Wednesday 16 } General paper 
Saturday .. Apps from Chan gen list non wit list ee is. -Mtns, & adj sums Thi weelT 
Monday.... 4 if Monday...... + Sitting in chambers Betunday w19,..8ht. oe, pets,£adj sums. | Fridey ....18...Mots, adj sums & pa 
Tuesday ... Tuesday . Monday ....21...8itting in chambers 19 fe caus, pets, adj. sumns 
agp mtns ex pte—original Wednesday 1 | Causes with wits Tues, «2.20022 Saturdy.... & gen pa 
tas—appeals from orders | Thursday .. Wed., ....23 >} General paper, Y....21...Sitting ia chambers 
Wednesday 6 made on interlocutory mtns | Friday Y 3. . Motions and non wit list Thursday ...24 Taeesday...... 
(sep list), and apps from Pets, sht causes, opposed | Friday = -Motions & adj. sumas Wednsday..23 } Genéval paper 
gen list if required Saturday ...21{ pets, Procedure smns, & | Satardy.. 26...Sht Pe pets, & wy sams, | Th y.. 
Thursda: 7 { County Palatine Apps, and non wit list Mon..,... ae: .Bitting in chambe Friday ...... 25...Mots, adj sums & gen pa 
lines pon from Chan Gen List Monday ......23..,Sitting in chambers Tuesday.. Sat. ag § Sht causes, pets., aij sums, 
Friday ...- 8 Tuestay......24 Wedaesiay. io General paper » seovee’” (& gen pa 
Saturday ...9{ Apps from the Chancery | Wednesday 25 } Causes with wits Thursday . Monday ......28. " Gitting in chambers 
Monday ....11 ( General List Tharsday ..26 Friday, Aug MT ete, & adj sumns Tues, «+06 
TRI. scnccsr'e 12 Friday ...... 27..,.Motns. & non wit list Satarday .. 2..Sht caus, pets, & adj smns. Weasealay : General paper 
N.B.—Lunacy Petitions (if any) are taken Pete, sht causes, Procedurs | Monday ...... .Sitting in chambers 
in Appeal Court If. on every Monday | 58t-....++- +28 —e co pets, and tommy. Remaioing mots, remain- Pridey,, hug “Toate, adj ae ent & zr. 
“eee 2 , 
at Eleven until further notice, Monday ...... 3. Sitting in chambers Thar. day... . sag ps ra sums ae -cccesee 8 & gen Pa 
Tues., Jul = tns and a4j sums Pas Gesunde ‘. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. Wedvesday 3 : Cauces with witnesses. ... C3 SSeS eee } Remalning pot, adj sums, 
CHANCERY DIVISION, Thursday .. Monday ....11 1} Remaiaing mots & gen pa wae eae at 
Chancery Court, I. Friday . .. : .Motions and non wits list Tues. ......12 Thorsdy.... 7.. bates ad am, & pa 
Mr. Justice KAY. Pets, short causes, opposed Any cause intended to be heard as a short — soe 4 oe s, ad) sms, 
Tues, Jane 3...Mots. adj sums, & gen. pa. | Saturday ... 5 = — sums, and coune mnust hoe martes fe the cause-book | Saturday .. a 3 Herod — 
Wedsesday 4} General paper Monday .... 7...8itting in chambers be pat ia the paper'to beso heard. Two | Tuesday.....12...General paper 


Thursday .. 
Friday .... 6.. _™ get a 

‘ets., sht. caus., ad) ‘come 
Saturday .. rf rome ps. ’ 
Monday.... 9 


Tusdy ...... 
Wednesday iow al paper 


Thursday .. 
Friday ...... ..-Motns, adj sums, & gen. pa. 
x Pets., sht. caus., adj. sums, 
Ae af Bete — 
Monday....16 
eeeday 18 General paper 
Thureday ...19 


oe ¥ .Mots., adj. sums. & gen. pa 
Saturday ...2 { Tots, m4 causes, adj sums, 
Tasty... 124 
Thurs., ... 36 
Friday, ....27...Mots., adj sums, & gen pa 
Sat secenon08 | Pees caus., adj, sums 


and gen pa 
Monday ....30 
sone July . General paper. 


Friday .... 4..Motns. adj sums, & gen. pa 


Pets, sht caus, adj sumns. 
Satur ay tae J 


| caer paper. 


General paper, 


Friday ... =i. .Motns. adj. sums. & gen pa 
* 12 Pets, sht caus, adj suns & 
seevcce gen paper 
Paesdsy TRE 15 
— 16 
Thurs, .....17 
Friday ....18,,Motns, adj sms, & gen. pa, 
Saturday ...19 tox sht causes, adj sums, 


General paper 


en. pa 
oo <diavitiad 21 
Wednexiay’'38 General paper. 
Thursday ..24 


Friday ....25...Mots, adj smns, & gen pa. 
Saturdy.... Sd Pe caus., ad). sums, 


| ee 

Wednesday’ 30 General paper. 
Thursdy....31 

Friday, Avg. 1.. Mats, adj sums & gen pe 
Saturdy .... 2 1h . vent causes, adj sums, 


Mond... 

Tuesday. am ‘4 

Wednesday 6 

Thureday ... 7\ Remaining mts, remaining 


Friday ..2. 8/ pete, adj sums & gen pa 

Saturday ... 9 

Monday......11 

Tuesday...... 12 

Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard. Two Copies of Minutes of the 
proposed Judgment or Order must 

left in court with the judge’s officer 
the day before the cause is to be put into 
the paper, 
Ohancery Court, IIT. 
Ma, Justice OHITTY. 

Tues, June 8,,, Motions and non wit list 

Wedns,.... 4 4} N 

Thuraday ... ‘on wit list 





Tues., 0 
Wednesday 9} Causes with wits 
Thorsday ..10 
Friday ....11.. 


Saturday ..12 


wi 
raped «ee 14,,,Sitting in - 
Tues. 15 
Wednesday 16 Non wit list 
= oel7 
Friday, ....18..Motions & non wit list 
Pets, sht. causes, op 
Saturday ..19 pets, Procedure sumns, & 
non wit list 
Mon, ......21.,.8itting in chambers 
Tuesday....2 
Wednesday me Non wit list 


8d. (iat and non wit list 
fm it causes, Procedure 
Saturday ., i, Cy pets, antl 


Monday ....28...8itting in chambers 

Tuesday....29 

Wednesday 3 Non wit list 

Thursday .. 

Friday, Aug. 1..Motions and non wi: list 
sht causes, oppo ei 

Saturday .. 24 pets, Swe sums, and 


.Motas. & non wit list 

Pets, sht. causes, procedure 

sumrs, 0 ‘or petns, and 
non 


non wi 
Monday.... 4...Sitting in cham ‘ers 
Tuesday.... 5 
Wednesday 6 
Thorrday ... Remaining mtns,remaining 
Friday ...... pts, adj p bees (Procedure) 
Saturday . and non wits list 
Monday ...... 
Tuesday...... 12 ° 


Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the same 
can be put in the paper to be so heard. 
Two copies of minutes of the proposed 
Judgment or Order must be left in court 
with the Judge’s Clerk one clear day 
before the cause is to be put in the paper. 

N.B,—In the weeks when non-witness 
actions are taken, further considerations 
will be taken on Tuesdays, In the weeks 
when witness actions are taken, further 
considerations will not be taken on Tues- 
days, but may be taken on Saturdays, 


Chancery Court, I. 

Ma, Justice NORTH. 
Thurs., June 5.. Mots, & adj. su-nns, 
Friday, . «eee 6..AQj sumns 
Sat......e.+ 7..Sht. caus, pets. & adj. smus 
——e -eee 9.. Bitting in chambers 

TOS. sesece 

Wednesday 11) General paper, 
Thursda, ut} 
Friday .. is -Motns, & adj. sumns. 
Sa.urday veld. oSht, caus, Ss ts, & adj smns 
Monday....16, Sitting in ¢ 
Tuesday....17 





veaeetay” 4 General paper. 
Thursday 
Friday DoF Mote, & adj, samas 


Baturd, ... ood 

Monday .... ngs 
Tues, July * 

Wed. seesee 2 >General paper 
Thurs... 8 





at in the paper to be so heard. Two 
- of minutes of the proposed Judg- 
ment or Orjer must be left in court 
with the judge's clerk the day before the 
cause is to be put in the paper. 


Lord Chancellor’s Court. 

Mr, Juarice STIRLING. 
Tues., June re -Mots., adj. sums, & gen pa 
one. < ‘| General paper. 


~ .Mots. adj. sumns, & gen, pa 
Saturday .. 7 {eee caus, pets, adj sums, 


ow 
Ae pike 13...Mtns, adj smas, and gen ps 
. oe caus, pets. adj. sums 


Wednesday is} General paper. 


Thurs. ....1 

Friday eal -Motns adj sums, & gen, pa 
Saturday ... ‘oor pets, adj samen 
Monday ...... - Sitting in chamters 
Tuesiay....2 

Wednesday 25 >General paper 

Thurs. ... 


y WER . Mts, adj sms and gen pa 
Sat ..... 2.93 { Sht caus, pts, at] ems, and 


pa 
Monday ......30.. ‘Siting ia chambars 
— duis 1 


1 paper. 
Thors, .... co a : 
Friday .... 4...Mots, adj sums & gen pa 








Witness actions will > SARS 
Tuesday, June 10 

Any cause intended to be heard as a short 

cause must be so marked in the cause 

book at least one clear 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
TRINITY SITTINGS, 1890. 


N.B.—Queen’s Bench Interlocutory —_ wa be taken in Court I. on the 
firet day of Trinity Sittings Lngres g 3), after which subject to Inter- 
looutory Appeals on Wednesdays, Appeals on oa and to 
Admiralty Appeals when vppoint-d, Queen's Final Appeals, be taken 
in Court I. every day during the Sittings. as cl 

N. B.—Ch ere will be taken in Court II. on 

ancery aay Apoenle Tatler teakjest to 


re of oie on Weteasin Sittings ( 


) Chancery F 
ae sy duriag the © the Blitings. 
Appeals from the Lancaster 


‘Final ‘Appests will be ovstinned in Coart 11. 


Palatine Court will 
Thursday, Jane 5, Thursday, July 3, and on Thareday, August 7; see Notice 


at pr aed of yee of Palatine 
specially sally evpottea by 


eee (0. Loyd WE te. Sie Cat Eb o Oue 


Lanacy matters will be taken in Court II, on every Wednesday, at 10.30, until 


farther notice. 


APPRALS FOR Heakine. 
(Set down to Tuesday, May 27th, inclusive.) 
FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATS, DIVORCE 


AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION 


PROBATE AND DIVORCE), 


AND THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIBS COURTS. 
For Judgment. 
M ae of Berens con v Pollock appl of dofes from Jutgt ol Mr Jostion Beth, 
ra Fe ’ —present Lorde Justices Cotton, Lindley 


dated 12 


b, 1890. 0, a. Vv. May 8, 
and Bo 
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For hearing. 
(General List.) 
1890 


In re Rev D Thomas, dec Wildish v Fowler appl of deft from judgt of Mr 
Justice — — 4 Deo, 1888 Heard 5 August, 1889, by Lords Justices 


Cotton, pes, and directed to stand over till after trial of lesue, re- 
stored by order, but not before 1 July next 
Aldam v Brown of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 30th 


April, 1889 Feb. restozed after security given) 

Lidstone v Collis app of deft in person from judgt of Mr Justice Kay, dated 18 
Feb, 1890 Marck 17 

In re W Sharp, dec (construction) Rickett v Sharp app of deft J H Sharp 
from judgt of Mr Justice Stirling, dated 20 Feb, 1890 March 17 

In re Hetty oo dec (charitable bequest) Taylor v Bland app of Att-Gen 
from order of Justice Kay on p:tn for payment out, dated 1 March, 1890 


18 
In re W W Rawlins’ Will (devise of No 85, Cannon-st, lately pulled down) and 
Settled Estates Acts Peta of Emma Rawlins, widow, and anor app of E § 


Rawlins (survi trastee and executor of S G Rawlins) from order of Mr 
Justice Kay, dated March 15, on petn March 29 
In re Emma Wal dec Neison v Walters app of dsfts H E Walters 


ters, 

& anr from judgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 2 March, 1889 March 29 

In re Moneys held on Trusts of E E Walters’ Will Neison v Walters appl of 
defte H E Walters and ora from jadgt of Mr Jastics Kekewich, dated 21 Deo. 
1889 and cross notice of pitff, dated 5 April March 29 

Wallis v Sayers Wallis v Sayers app of defts Baker & Sons from judgt of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated d July, 1889 Same action app of pltf from order 
of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 28th Feb. refusing directions to offi referee as to 
measure of damages to be assessed March 31 

Imre the Madagascar Mercantile and Developm:nt Syndicate, ld, & Co’s Acts 

pp of Thomas Trimrell from refusal of Mr Justice Kekewich, for Mr Justice 

y, dated 14 March, to rectify Register of Shareholders April 1 

Webb v Prime app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 12 March, 


1890 April 2 
(Zo be continued.) 


From the County Palatine Court of Lancaster. 
(Separate —_— List.) 


Lowndes & Co v Edwards & avr app of pits from jdgt of the Vice-Chancellor, 
dated Feb 28, 1890 March 24 
In re Contract, dated 18 Feb 1890, for sale of Real Estate between Joseph Sand- 
bach snd James Edmondson and V & P Act, 1874 appl of purchaser from 
order of the Vice-Chancellor, dated 28 April, declaring requisitions satisfactory 
ast>titie May 10 
N.B,—The County Palatine Appeals as the dates of setting down are reached 
in the General and Separate Lists are set aside and taken on the first Thursday in 
Sittings, and afterwards on the first Thursday in the following months 
during the Sittings. 


N.B.—During Trinity Sittings Palatine Appeals (if any reached) will be taken 
cn the following days, viz. : 
Thursday, Jane 5. 
Thursday, July 3. 
Thursday, August 7. 


PROM ORDERS MADE ON INTERLOCUTORY MOTIONS IN THE 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
(Separate — List.) 


v Griffiths Bros &Co appl of Pltffs from order of Mr Justice 
7 May, directing account and refusing injunction against sale 
13 (8.0. till 2nd appeal motion day, Juns 11, by order.) 

The Greenwich Ferry Co ld. appl of Pltff from order of Mr 
Stirling dated 13 May, refusing to direct delivery by Receiver of Ferry 
to mortgagees ag 16 

appl of H. J. Gedge from order of Mr. Justice Stirling, dated 12 
allowance of objections to taxation May 15 (security ordered 


dec Hill v Williams appl of H. H. W. James from order 
orth, dated 9 May, refusing claim of heir-at-law for payment 
probate action out of personal estate May 16 
Australian Territory Cold v Goldsbrough Mort & Co appl of Deft 
refusal of Mr Justice Kek-wich for Mr Justice Kay, dated 25 
proceedings in action May 19 
Australian Territory Co, 14 & Cu’s Acts appl of Company from 
Justice Kekewich for Mr Justice Kay, dated 25 April, directing 
and answer a question May 19 
of Pitfls from refusal by Mr Justice Stirling, dated 
discovery by affidavit of documents May 22 
v Jenkin appl of Charles Norton from four-day 
Mr Justice North, dated 20:h May, for payment of money to Dafte 


Deanis v Crawshay & four other actions, and Re 
1889 appl of Herbert H. Crawshay ( 
cade aioe ine a Jastio North, oy 5 May, to chief 
as represen testator’s nerebi 
May 24 opr 4 part P 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH AND PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND 
ADMIRALTY (ADMIRALTY) DIVISIONS. 
Por Hearing. 


j 


ee 
iettrpite Hibs 


eet 
et 
ne 


I 


| 


1890. 
HH The Nizam’s Gasranterd Sta'e Railways Co, 14, v R Wyat'!, Sarve;or of 
Taxes (Q E Crowmside) sp; of Ry Co from jaigt of Baron Pollock and Mr 
Justicn Hawkins, dated 21 Jan, om case stated by Commissioners of Toxes 


3 
Moss v London and Transvaal Syndicate, 14 « 


of defts from judgt of Mr Jas- 
eo Mathew, dated 27 January, at trial in M ‘ 


(Deft Co in liquida‘fon) 


Feb 6 
The Mat Ry Co v The Met District Ry Co & aar of pit Co trom decision of 
Mr J Mathew on Feb 4 af trial om prolimianry as to jariediction of 
to determine questions in dispute in action Feb 7 


Whatley v Holloway (Q B Crowa Side) app of plt from jadgt of Lord Justi, 
and Mr Justice Mathew, dated 8 Feb, on app from Couaty Court Feb 1g 
Fisher v Roberts app of deft from jadgt of Lori Justice Fry, dated 28 Feb, a 
trial in Middlesex March 4 
Att-Gen v A B eee Senet Q B Revenue = ape of deft from jadgt of 
Baron Pollock and Mr Justice Hawkins, dated 24 Jan March 7 
Bristol Trams and a Co, ld v Mayor, &c, of City of Bri:tol app of defy 
from judgt of Justices Denman and Vaughan Williams, dated 22 Feb March$ 
Mayor, &c, of Borough of Salford v County Council of Lancashire app of pit 
— a indet of Mr Justice Grantham, dated 10 Feb, at trial at Manchest 
ar 
Gresham Life Assca Soc v R H P Styles, Garver of Taxes (Q B Revenus Sid) 
app of the Gresham, &o, Soc from judgt of Baron Pollock and Mr Justin 
awkins, dated 22 Jan, on case stated as to income tax March 10 
Atkinson v Bradford 3rd Equitable Benefit Building Soc app of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, dated 24 Feb, at trial in Middlesex (jury dis. 


charged) March 11 

Taff Vale Ry Co v Barry Dock & RysCo app of defts from judgt of Mr Justia 
Wills, Sir F Peel, and Mr Commr Price, dated 24 Feb March 17 

House v Steel, Young & Co app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham, 
dated 5 Feb, at trial in Middlesex March 18 

Heatley v Barnard app of pit from judgt of Baron Huddleston, dated 17 Deo, 
at trial in Middlesex (jury discharged) March 20 

Mills vy Charlesworth app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Day, dated 12 March, 
at trial at York March 25 

Antony Gibbs, Sons & Co v Young & anr app of defts from jadgt of Mr Juatics 
Charlee, dated 19 Nov, at trial in Middlesex Ree Bristol March 25 

Taylor v Taylor app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, dated 20 Feb, 
at trial in Middlesex March 27 (security ordered April 23) 

Cullerne v The London and Suburban G l Per t Benefit Building Soe 
app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, dated 24 Feb, at trial in Mid. 


lesex April 2 
(To be continued.) 








HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Trinity Srrrines, 1890. 
Causes for Trial or Hearing. 

(Set down to Tuesday, May 27th, inclusive.) 

Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will be taken on the usual days, as stated 
in the Trinity Sittings Paper. 

Actions with and without Witnesses will be taken by Mr. Justice Kay on 
the usual Cause days in the order as they stand in the Cause Book. ; 

Mr. Justice Chitty will take Witness Actions on the following days, viz. :—~ 
June 17, 18, 19, 24, 25, 26: ay 4 1, 2, 3, 8, 9, 10. His Lordship will sit in 
Chambers every Monday during the Sittings. Ia the weeks when Non- Witness 
Actions are taken Farther Considerations will be taken on Tuesdays. In the 
weeks when Witness Actions are taken, Further Considerations will not be 
taken on Suse, but may be taken on Saturdays. 

Mr. Justice North will probably commence taking Witness Actions on 
Tuesday, June 17th, and continue that class of work until fu:ther notice, His 
Lordship will sit in Chambers every Monday during the Sittings. 

Mr. Justice Stirling will probably commence taking Witness Actions, on 
Tuesday, June 10, and continue that class of work until further notice. His 
Lordship will sit in Chambers every Monday during the yay 9 

Mr. Justice Kekewich will take ieoabs Lallonn ovaty Gory, the order as they 
stand in the Cause Book. See Note on Sittings Paper as to Liverpool and Man- 
chester District Registry Business. 
Adjourned Summonses will bs taken as follows:—Mr. Justice Kay, on 
Fridays and Saturdays; Mr. Justice Chitty, with Non-Witness Actions, except 
Procedure Summonses, —s any) are taken every Saturday; Mr. Justice 
North on Fridays and ys; Mr Justica Stirling also on Fridays and 
Satardays. 


their Lordships may direct. 

Before Mr. Justice Kay. 

Causes for Trial (with witnesses and 
without witnesses). 

In re Longworth Featherstonhaugh v 


Trye act 

Jarrow, &o, Bldg Soc v North Eastern 

Ban Co,]d act wits 

7 v General Credit, &,Co act 
te 


Pritchard Morgan v Grant act wite 

London & North Western Ry Co v 
Evans & Co act 

Skilbeck v Royal Bank of Scotland 
act&mfj (not before June 16) 

Smith v Smith act wits 

mates v New Brunswick Tradg Co 

wi 


act 
Stacey v Chester act& mij wits 
Bird vy Wairen act wits (not before 


Batchelor v Western Dietrict Army & 
~ Co-operative Sos, 1d act (pt 
d 


Willocks y Croaker act wits 

Walker v Walker act wits 

Sulivan v Butcher ra fj 

Sarre point 
of law 

Richards v Butcher act wits 

Portier v Talbot act wits 

Lake Valley of Switzerland Ry Co ld 
v Bartling act wits 

The Farmers and Cleveland Dairy Co, 
ld v Enkel act wits 

Simsv Evans Evans v Sims act wits 

Palmer v Meanley act wits 

In re Tutill Storey v Bridgland act 


Widaall v wits 
(Michaelmas) = 


act 


N.B--The above note as to adjourned summonses is subject to alteration as | 


ane 18) 
Ia re The Met Coal Consumers’ Assoca 
& Co's Acts Expte Radford 
motn 
Jones v Jones act wits 
_— v Marquis of B:istcl act 
ite 


In re the Metn. Coal Consumers’ Assoc. 


14 & Co’s Acts Expte EK. Constance 
motn (transferred from Mr. Justice 
North 

Taylor v Russell 


act 
In re Easton Elliott v Bracebridge 





act 
Pascall y Toope & Co act wits (pt hd) 





In re Ross The Witwatersrand Gold 
Fields Syndicate, ld v Ross act wits 

Johnston v Bawden act wits 

Coupe v Collyer act 

Storr v Burland act wits 

Wright v Mills act wits 


In re Metn Coal Consumers’ Assoo, Id 
& Co's Acts Expte B mtn by 
“— transferred from Mr Justice 

In re same & Co's Acts Expte 
Hayes motn by order (transferred 
from Mr Justice Chitty) 

In re the same & Co's Acts Expte 
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ilding Soe 
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» 48 stated 





Kay on 
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nd Man- 
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(trapeferrcd 


witty) 

In re the same * © Co’s Acts Exp‘e 
Hull motn by order (transferred 
from Mr Justice Stirling) 

In re the same & Co’s Acts Expte 
Browne motn by order (transferred 
from Mr Justice North) 

Phillips v Grossbaum acts wits 

~~, Antifriction, &o, Co, ld v Little 


wits 
Pe od nad of St Saviour's Union v 
Vestry of St Mary, Newington act 


wits 
In re The Métn Coal Consumers’ Assoc, 
14, & Co’s Acts Expte Matherson 


motn wits list by order 
Att-Gen. — Chi ‘a Local Board v 
Huseey act wit 


In re Elwell Elwell vElwell act wits 

Inre Newport Elwin v Pillow act & 
mfj wits 

Bridgland v Ironmonger act wits 

Morris v Bickley act wits 

Booth v Smith act wits 

Hunt v Suesex Portland Cement Co, 
ld act wits 

Woodford & anr, Trustees, &c. vy Lon- 
don & County Bkg Co, Id act wits 

Steel v Long act wits 

fetn Coal Consumers’ Assn 


— v Blake Palmer v Seago act 


Warvick, &c Co vy Burman act wits 

Butters v ’Mellor act 

Hope v Comte d’Hedouville act 

In re Metn Coal Consumers’ Assocn 
ms Co’s Acts (expte Aston) mota by 


Copnal v Bennett act wits 
Siemens v E. Breffitt & Co, ld act 
wits. Pa before point of law di:- 


ulesins ¥ v Bennett act wits 

In re Metn Coal Consumers’ Assocn 

. & Co’s Acts (expte Green) mota 
y order 

i bt Same (expte Groves) mota by 


we re ‘Northern Electric Wire & Cable, 
&c, Co & Co’s Acts motn by order 

Turton v Manchester Carriage & Tram- 
ways Co act wits 

Shrewsbury & Talbot Cab, &c Co, ld 
vShaw act wits 

MacCalmont v Thompson act wits 

Ia re Perry Walker vy Walker act 
and motn for judgt wits 

Re Metn Coal Consumers’ Agsocn id 
and Cu’s Acts (expte Riley Lord) 
motn by order 

5. - ame (expte Lord) motn by 

Msbfardo vBaird act wits 

Inre Russell In re Denne Denne v 
Robinson act wits 

James v Rose Bros, act wits 

James v J Rose & Co act wits 


Lousada v ‘ act wits 
IareCave Ruff v Sivers spc 
Pinto Leite v Pinto Leite act wits 


Levy v Minchin act wits 
a Gas Light Co ld v Mactear 


Mita . Incandescent Gas Light Co ld 


Manesll ¢ v Tibbetts act wits 
Roberts vy Wood act wits 
Walton vy Geddes act wits 
Sime v Snowden act wits 
Jevons v act wits 
Fogo v Lewes act wits 
aymouth v Heath act wits 
weasoore v Hall, &o, Railway Co 


Creable v Heal act 
Webb vy Atl st 
ed v Ruffell act wits 
re Roper, Buxton v Sheldon aot 


Hair v Gotten act vite 
Read v Nesling act wits 
Sykes v Burr act 
re the Aurum Co ld & Co's 
4. alpha) motn by order 
e Sams Oo (Expte Istel) motn 


4 onder 
In oo the Same Co (Expte Labbe) motn 


Burtt ¥ & Hane t Counti 
v &o, 
; Ry es, &o 


Acta 


Siemens v E Breffitt & Co oat of law 
Johnstone v Mappin act, wi 
Thomas v Thomas act, * py 
Cattermole v Tollemache act 
Davie y Solomon act, wits 
Schles.nger v Bedford act 
Schlesinger v Turner act 
Siannee v Bottomley act, wits 
Buxton v Crawshaw act, wits 
Thompson v Norfolk act, wits 
Sey v W Griffith & Co act 
Picard & Frere v Rasmussen, Webb, & 
Co act, wits 
J Oakey & Sons v W Flatau mf j 
trested as trial. (lst day of actions) 
Chambers v Port act, wits 
Provan v Patterson act, wits 
Smith v Rogers act wits 
Reed v Wollranch act wits 
Lucas v Gillett act & motn for judgt 
m... 
in v Phillips act wits 
cClintock v McClintock act wits 
Ashling v Boon act wits 
Larkin v Lloyd act wits 
Marray v Lory act 
Cohen v Gershon act wits 
Assender v. Pope motn for jadgt 
Freeman v Cheeseman Cheeeman v 
Freeman act wits 
Asywood v Tidy act 
Riddle v Trim act wits 
Millen v Gatfield act wits 
at oe We' ghing Machine Co. 1d. 
v 
Carlton’y Garrett act & motn for jagt 
In re Fuente & Pinto and Trade Mark 
67,419, &o adjd samns cross e 
In re Same & Trade ok No 65,648 
adjd sumns cross exam 
ms . Saxe & Trade Mark No 67,418 
djd sumns cross examn 
Ma enzie v Mackintosh act wits 
Ricketts v Ricketts act 
Bythesea v Bythesea act wits 
Wyatt v Earl Cadogan act 
Hone v Lee act 


Adjourned Summonses. 

In ra G, Marphy, an infant, &c. 

Ia re Power, an infant, &. Power v 
Power 

Blaker v The Herts & Essex Water 
Works Co 

Smith v Univereal Permanent Benefit 
Building Society 

In re Nevill Robinson v Nevill 

In re Lea aay Leyton, &c. Trams. 
Co & Co's A 

Hend - “an Board v Midland Rail- 
way 

In re en Pablishing Co (case of 
8. Storey) 

In To Porter & Collins & V. and P. Act 


In re Roberts Robrts vy Wain 

Gladwell v Gladwell 

Gladwell v Gladwell replat Receiver) 

In re Logg Marav 

In re the Earl of te & Melville 
Northoote, Bart v Earl of Iddesleigh 

In re E Parsons S v Parsoas 

In re Bousfield Bousfield v Blaine 


Farther Considerations. 
In re Barne Lea v Barone fur con 
Johneon v Park fur con 


Before Mr. Justice Curry. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses) 


Thompson v McMurdo act 
— v the London Joint Stock Bank 


King v Poloner act 
= ene, om Ormandy v 


Rackham act 
Same action Trial of third 
notices served by defts, E A Rack- 
(8G daly RN "same & Wam Forester 
act 


Tyson v Cosa act (S O June 16) 
Boyle, Campbell & Co v Sacker 

& till after Russian suit disposed 
Tweedale v Ashworth Bros aot 
Greenway v Greenway aot 
Martin vy Heath Dear v Dear  oon- 


solidated actions 
In Vay. F ov deo Watkins v Wat- 








Murray ¥ Brock act (SO until 
rn of Commiesion) ¢ 


The ee vee. ws Wagon & Property Co, 
m5 Weak, doo Wreaks v Creswick 


act (SO J 
Betjemann v at ee Civil Service 
Morris v Bebro ee 273) act 
Morris v Bebro (1889—M. act 
Doulton & Co v The Greenbank Alkali 
Works C», ld act (nt Goon 
Toe Walthamstow Local Board 
Staines act & motn for j 
In re Meous Application ty J 
Meeus to 
Blankenheym & di i sums tee 
.. of Trade Mark (with 
witns by order) 
In re W Swmith’s Trusts Champ v 


Marshallsay —— a4j sums 
B y Clark 
eee Sits 5 

e Uni 0 Vv 

Saunders & Co 
In re Jno Skipper, ag Ledger v 

Barlow action 


Joslin v Massey action 
Hyslop v Morel Bros. act (set down 
by order) 


se Buriatte v Sir John Bennett Id 


Chaeeen + Cieieaien Insce Co act 
Bolton v Salmon & ors act (SO till 


after in! tories ) 
In re Hudson Haris v Strachan 


act 
Bosdet & Co v Leeds Fire Clay Co ld 
— 4 The London Electric Supply 


The Richmond Main Sewage B:ard v 
Jones v Hughes act 
aeran Sen act e O Jaly 1) 
v Farmer act ae July 16) 
ie re Oliver Estcourt 
Estcourt 


act 
Lane v Burton act Gat Goon be codes) 
M. —so" . M. 


& ors 
ram v “The Bolfonteia Mining Co 
act 
Holly v Emmett act 
In re Cotterell’s Trusts Expte E. C. 
Cotterell adjd summs (cross exam 


by 
Bleydes * selby act 
sy Se dec, Jones vy Green- 


Ramer v Berl Sondes act 
Esden v Lakeman 
a a Sons v Lynch & Co (1889 


Arnold D sens v Lyonh &Co (1889 
A 4 
Scathard-y Wateon act 
Harrison v Tyerman act 
Davies v Eliis act 
Hill v Zeffertt act 
Carter v Robinson act 
Stanhope v Allen act 
Parker v The Horbary Local Board 
act 
Be Ss Shaved Rem, yn, Pom y Seem 
ac’ 
Townson v Jesson act (Leicester D R 
Ellmer v The London : & Covell 
ann Soper act a 
son Vv arium 
mer & Winter Garden S00, Id 


Peddie v Cleaver act 
Breeden v The Automatic Box Co, ld 


act 

Riche v Erlam aot 

Gathorae-Hardy © Hogar 
Gathor ne- yv act 
Gardiner v Osborne act 
Veness v Geary act 
Creasy v Dunmere act 
Roebuex v Lewis act 
Countess de Galve vy Forwood Bros & 


Co act 
Te Be tee Weare 


Tuoker v K 
bee aay + Woslranch at & mij 
v Atkinson act 


Walwe sy Barl of Shrewsbury act 
Eves > Tooth avi 








Barratt & Elers, 1d v Goolden & Co 
Rene y She Spt TN: Powder Co 
Harrison vy Cook act 

She Reet Seay, Gaps & Cla 


order) 
| at 
Dairy 


Co 
India Docks Joint Committes act 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses). 
Philpot v Morewood act < m fj 
Attoraey-Gen v Talbot 
Jones v Bad 


Andre 
adj sums 
ise Rogers, James v Lyne 
(exp Trustees) 
In re Jao Lister, Davies v Lister 


A rt Probyn v Jones 
adjd smns 


Farther Considerations. 
nN 6 Soe Turpia v Pain 
after Official Referee’s 


K and mtn to 
In eg hn dec v 
Pierce con 


Point of Law. 





gy tA eet down by order 
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Before Mr. Justice NoRTH. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Kelly v Heathman act & sums 
Levy & Cov Wartmann act 
Seer bd 
ysoough v ir 
Temple v Sweetman 


emple act 

Mallam v Mallam act 

Forder v Hall act 

Purrett v Loxley act 

Jameson v Levy act 

Attorney-Gen v Morgan act 

Bellamy v Debenham cross-exam 

Day v Foster act 

Ma: hme of Wolverham Bil 
yor, 0 verhampton v Bils- 

ton Township Coms act 
Bence v Watling act 
Fietcher v Golland 
v Hart act 
Gas Patents Syndicate, ld, v Lindsay 


Sweetman v 


act 

Roper v Ooregum Gold Mining Co of 
tndia, ld _ act ? 

MecCoan v McClinton act 

va v Paulet, Brandon v Wil- 


peghby act , 
Philippe v Whitehead ac! & m fj 
Jones v Headley act 
Smith vy Henbury act 
In re Harrison, Usher v Harrison act 
agen, A Spratt act 
In re Webster, Webster v Webster act 
Low v Bouverie act 


Inre Holmes Farrar v Edleston act 
Peters vy Castle act 


Westherell v Pitt Thompson v 
Weatherall act & third par'y notice 
of defts Pitt and Scott 

Williams v Bird act 

Barnett v Taylor act & m fj 

Stuart v Hob:on act 

— v Paesbury Grain Sycdicate, Id 


Bigwood vy Same act 
In re Staley Stale y v Goodwin act 
Davillier vy MeMurdo act 
Collard vy Ramuz act (not before 1 
Dec 1 
roup act 


Stanley v 
Turnock v_  Sartoris Turnock v 
Green act 
Shaw v Ritchie act 
Banks v Johnson act 
Applchy Be St 
os Id v Stewart act 
Bowes v Purdue act 
Horrsey Local Board v Elder act 
Pcuntzey v Faller act 
Lands Trading Co ld v R- gers 
Hards v Ford, Livnyd & Co 
motn for jadgt 
Tayl.r v Cooke act 
The Beck Gas Engine Co ld v Evans 


act 
act and 


v Norris act 
v Andrews act 
agency v Park act 
re — In re Bennett . The 
Masonic &c AssceCovSharpe act 
Cossey v Roper act 
Chester vy Harris act 
v Stocker act 
Societe des Mines et Fonderies 
© Zine Ia Veille Montague v 


errard = act 
A Pirie & Sons ld v Goodall & Son 
act & motn 
Commercial Bank of Scotland Id v 
Sanders act 





In re Lacon Lacon v Lacon act 
ne v Ingleton Improvement Co, 
ac 
Gibson v Cheesewright act 
Avery v A. Wood & Sons act 
Prew v Sanders act 
Tweed vy Death act 
Griffith vy Evans act 
Halford yHyam act 
Lea v Smart act 
Roberts vy Peckham act 
Alexander v Wolsey act 
Sladen vy Shemwell act 
Garner v Coad act 
Russell vy Sudeley act 
bam v Turton act 
Parrott v Burnett act 
Kenrick v Danube Colle. &c Co, ld 
act 


Causes for Triel (without Witnesses). 

In re De Blaquiere Davidson v De 
Blaquiere act 

Inre Probert Jones v Probert act 

Saul v Simmons motn for jadgt (to 
come on first day after depositions 
are filed) 

Swaffield v Robinson aot 

bah Carlisle Clegg v Clegg point of 
aw 

Bax v Shillcock motn for judgt 

In re Birmingham Concert Hall Co ld 
a ordered to go into non- witness 

In re Dore Gallery, 1d & Co’s Acts 
a ordered to go into non- witness 


t 
Wooliscroft v Rhead point of law 
Elve v Boyton act 
Page v Lambert m f j 
Farrow v Fletcher motion ordered to go 
into non- witness list 
Jones v Rotherham ac 
Purdue v Hearne ac 
Pointon v Muller m f j 


Adjourned Summonses. 
In re Ramsey 
Penley v Leitenitz pt hd 
= Drypool Parish Burial Ground 


C) 

West v Beddow 

In re Ssffery & Le Poer Treach & V & 
P Act 1874 

In re Barton-upon-Humber & Diatrict 
Warer Co ld & Co’s Acts 

In re Earl of Leven & Melville 
Deacon v Earl of Leven & Melvills 

In re May Crawford vy May 

Ia reConstab’e Blundell v Constable 

In re Hocking Way v Hocking 


| Inte McMurdo Penfield vy McMurdo 


In re Mundy & Sattled Land Act, 1882 
in re Hopper Urkney v Welford 

In re Same e v Same 

In re Webb Leedham v Patchet adj 


sums 
Inre Hutchins Simpson v Hutchins 
adj sums 


Further Considerations. 

Inre Prytherch Prytherch v Williams 
Jevkins v Williams Jenkins v Bishop 
far con after official referee's rept 

In re Jackson Jackson v Battley fur 
con and sums 

In1e Terry Terry v Terry far con 

In re Winslow Frere y Winslow fur 
con 

In re Tait St George’s Hospital v 
Battersby fur con adj into Court 

In re Yeger Yager v Herming fur 
con 

Harrison v Harrison 2nd fur con 

In re Poller Poller vy Pegg 2na fur 


con 
In re Guthrie Lyon v Guthrie far 
con & sums 


Before Mr. Justice StixLina. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
J Rolls & Sone, 1d v G Rolls & ors 


act 
Easton v Dawney act (not before 
July 9) 
In re Baskerville Scott v Gardiaer act 
Blyth v Fladgate act 
Morgan v Blyth act 
In re J. Da Joseph v Davis act 
Smith v B act 
In re Senior, Powell v Senior act 





| Hawkins v Tucker act 
Marshall y Langley act 


Rylands v Ashley’s Patent &c Bottle 
Co, 1d act (not before June 18) 

Post v Michell act 

Botham v Day act 

Wool v Barker act 

Yo v Everett act 

In re Warburton & Co id & Co’s Acts 
motn by order 

Williams v Marshall act 

Newcombe v Paulet act 

Howard v Golland act 

JB Orr &Coldv J.B. Orr act 

Harwood v Butcher act 

Lowther v Caledonian Ry Co act 

Hibbert v Lloyd (liberty to amend, 
&c) act 

Kempson v Jackson act 

Steers v ers act and m fj 

Williams v Williams act 

Grindley v Harris act 

Bullock v Smale act 

Bayley v Gubbins act 

Walters v Smith & Co act 

ilingsworth v Topham act 

British Tanning Co, 1d v Groth act 
ley v Mason act 

Willoughby v McBeath act 

Hulme v Savege act 

Bibby v Chetwynd, Bart act 

Cooper v Power act 

Coulson v Coulson act 

Baiss v Shaw act 

United Telephone Co, ld y Cox- Walker 
act 

Crisp v Houghton act 

Mayar v Begaerts act 

Goulton v Cooke act 

Parry v Jones act 

Fiddaman v Wenman act 

Attorney-Gen v Edwards act 

David v Brushfield act 

Saxby v Thomas act 

Barchard v Cummiog act 

a v Manchester, &c, Ry Co act 

Michell v Eker act 

Clifford v Wilmot act & m fj 

Dodson v Dodson act 

Gisborne v Shipping Appl'auces Co, Id 
act 


Colmerv Maule act’ - 

In re the Canadian Direct Meat Sapply 
Co, Id, and Co’s Acts motn by order 

The Gen. Auction, Estate, and Mone- 
tay Co vSmith act 

Palframan v Shepperd act 

In re Peacock Peacock v Cruft 

Savory v Savory act 

Throneea v Jacobs & Co act 

Tomlin v H R Baines & Co 1d act 

Gardrer v Cowcher act & m fj 

London, Edioburgh, &c assce Co v 
Turner act 

Spedding v Collbran «ct 

Ellis v Amherst Amherst v Ellis act 

Martin v Hemsworth act 

In re Roberteon Moir v Moir act 

Reid v Ellis act 

Goodall, Backhouse & Co v Wilkinson 
act 


Mears v Mockford act 

In re Brooke Crosby v Brooke act 
Hedger v Hedger act 

In re Jenniags Jennings v Jennings 


act 
Scott v Natl Finance Corpn Id act 
Horsley v Richards act 
In re Hodgson Thompson v Wilaon 


act 

Dodd v Scholding act 

Armstrong v Owray Gold Mining Co Id 
act & m f j 

Edwards v Beckett act 

Sebright v Fitz,erald act 

Gledhill v Maude act 

Crump v Minter act 

Keighley, Maxsted & Co v Bakewell 
act 


act 


leieg v Walker act 

Cox-Murchison y Cex act (10 June) 
Couling v Gell act 

Inre Fox Foxy Fox act 


Causes for Trial without Wi'nesses and 
Adjourned Summonses. 
Ia re The New Chili Gold Mining Co 
& Co's Acts 
In re the Credit Co, 1d & Co’s Acts 
adj sums 
In A.) Blumberg & Co, ld & Co’s Acts 


sums 
—— v Uthwatt act (not before 





ee) sesans act 





act 





Howes v Lucas 












In re Christchur 
&11 Viec96 adj sums 
Ibbotson v Proctor point of law —aid 
In re The Credit Co ld & Co’s Ag v v1 
adj sums ey 
In re Churly RBarringtonv Bailey ad Ke J) 
sums . y» "y 
Inre Ware Cumberlege v Cumberlege. H 
Ware adj sums vy Ki 
Warter v Meredith motn for judgt v1 
In re Ormerod, Guerson & Co adj sums -7¥ 
Hunt v Parry In re Parry In & y Ce 





Pierce Huntv Parry act 
In re Butlin, &c adj sums 
In re Colwell In re elsey Andrews 
v Wells adjd smns 
oaler v Briton Medical, &c Assocn 
adjd cmns dated 5 May, 1890 
oa» same adjd amns dated 10 May, 


In re Amery Amery v Seaborne 
creditor’s claim 

Io re the Self-Windiog & Synchronis- 
ing Clock Co, & ims of the Co 

Canal vy Sacco adjd smns 


Further considerations. 
Thorne v Briton fur con 
In re Wolmershausen W olmershausen 
v Wolmershausen 2nd fur con 
In re Davies Davies v Davies fur con 
In re Gottharat Gottharat v Gottharat 
for con 
Inre Newby Hickson vy Newby far 
cen 
In re Brown Walshv Brown fur con 
Macdonald viIrvine far con 
Ainslie v Pocle fur con 


Before Mr. Justico KBKEWICH. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesser). 
Ecclesiastical Commrs for England y¥ 

Bridger act restd (not before 7 July) 
Aplia v London Joint Stick Bk ld acta 
Duncan v Dixon act 
In re Shaw Rumssy v Shaw ast 















Transferred from Just'ces CHITry, 
NorrTu, and Streuine, for Trial or 
Mao only—by Order, dated Mar 
5. L 

Birkin v Wing act 

Aasv Besham act 

Municipal Freehold Co, 1d v Viscount 
Pollington act & m fj 

Strousberg v Sanders act 

Hoskins v Salamann act 

Rawes v Chance Bros ast 

Spink v Ashley act 

Peacock v Beadel aot 

Baxter v Taylor act 

Langrish v Weeks act 

Whiteley v James act 

Allen v Parkes act 

Schwartz v Webber act & motn for 

winupe ¥ Mallinson act 

Pound v Ellis act 








Tu v Neve act (not before down 

Jane 17 De 
Bourne v Collis act Set down 
Thomson v Macdonald & Co act Set down 
Wray v Singer act (not before June & Hov 

17 Set down 
Tapeon v Bosworthick act Tustice 
White v Braund act Set down 
Canaficcio Ferrarese v Mylrea act Set_dows 
Dicker v Popham, Radford, & Co aot Huddle 
Jagger v Farr act Set down 
In re Sellars Sellars v Fearaley act Mather 
In re Fuller, Smith & Turner & §@ Set down 

Patents, &c, Acts adj sum Set down 
Brown & anr v Imperial Central Bahis L. 8mi 

Ry Co, ld act Set dow: 
In re Brooke, H Brovks & Co, ld,¥ on 


Brooks Rosev Brooks act 
Kroll v Brand act 
Sutcliffe vy Wardle act 


Fz, 
oF 


Apollinaris Co, Id, v Snook (trading dow 
. WH, Al Set 
Gardiner v Mayor, &o, of Newbury act dow: 





o 


Fletcher vy Wood act 


Stephenson v Simpson act 
Adams v p Pom gag Phone v Adams 


act 
Sichel v Wilson act 


App! 
Reid v Scott act 
ve "ax “Gladwin Lewin ¥ Inn Ge 
n re n re 
Fox act’ Inne Gi 
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: v Rees act Bowyer v Burton act 
BE vy Hankey act Richards v Wasbrough act 
finera Vv Hen act ailward v De pelle 
* Asem y Geol” ast po eee tae a act 
Her v Salter act Callow v Elgood 
"5 pS A latchiev Haslam act Callow v Texas, &c, Co, ld act 
tT vage v Tidman act Lindsay, Gracie, & Co v Northumber- 
7 Baile dman v Savage ast (trans. from land, &c, Assos act 
¥ «dB isy, J.) Farrer v Gwynne act 
Cumberl tham v Hewitt act (short) De Francesco v Barnum act 
eG Bier v Hollings ast Smith vy Kennedy act 
for judet ice v King act Stephens v Hawthorne act 
Co jag; nsv Thomas act Evans v Mason act 
arr es in v Watson act Lougher v Hern act & m fj 
pe a5 vy Centaur Cycle Co act Macleod v Luce act 
: re Warner, Warner v Warner act Hughes v Bird act 
And slroyd v Kempf act De Francesco v Barnum act 
d rows ter v Halliday act Howe v Smithurst act 
in As lohnson v Frances act Scheyer v Willett act (deferred list) 
1890 own v Hart, jun act Hegae v Williams act (appearance in 
ted 10 M on v Pooles act London) 
8); Berlitz v Lamm act Oscar, Sutton & Co. v Leper act 
r Sead ones v Dinas Steam Colliery Co, ld act (Removed to London) 
Orne BA bdy v — Bart act J —_— v : ackson adjd smns from 
7 ames v Smith act t'rlinz, 
ory Borutton v Massey act 
- QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Trinity SirtTines, 1890. 
nershausen New Tria Parser. 
any For Judgment. 
; Gottharat mith v The Howden Union (heard before Justices Vaughan Wi'liems and 
Lawrance, lst May, 1890 
ewby far For eee 
vo fur con MiBet down 24th January Middiesex Stswart v Miller & aor font heard before 
The L C J of England and Mr Justice Mathew, May 16, 1890) Mr Tindal 
Atkinson Justice Stephen 
Pet down 28th February Middlesex Marks v Beyfus & ors (part heard before 
EWICH, the L C J of England and Mr Justice Mathew, May 20, 1890—stands for June 
nesser). 4) Pltin person Baron Haddleston 
England y (pet down 6th February Middlesex Lee v Nixey MrKemp LC J of x ey 
wre 7 July) Set down 3rd March Leicester Hackney v Knight Mr Graham Baron Pe!lock 
Bk Id actu dowa 5th March Middlesex Rudge Cycle Co, ld v Stoddart, Lovering, & 
Co MrFinley Baron Huddleston 
¥ ast down 8th March Newcastle-on-Tyne Beash v Imperial Union Accitent 
Assurance Co, 1d Mr Chitty Justice Day 
Cuitry, down 10th Murch Newoastle-on-Tyne Crunbie v Wallsend Local Board 
vr Trial or Mr Waddy Justice Day 
jated Mar down 12th March Middlesex Wright v London Road Car Co, ld Me RT 
Reid Baron Huddleston Motion for jadzmoat No 1 to be argued with this 
motion 
Set down 13th March Leicester Eagle vy Anderso. Mr H Young Baron Pollock 
Viscount down 18:h March Carnarvon Roberta vy Owen Mr Higgins Jastice A L 
Set down 19th March Middlesex Maclaren & Sons v Davis & ors Mr Hewitt 
Baron Huddleston 
Set down 19th March Nottingham Ecklin v Little MeGraham Baron Pollock 
Set down 19th March Suss2x Thomas v Bagot The Under Sheriff 
Set down 20th March Newcustle-on- Tyne ilson v North Eastern Ry Co Mr 
Dent Justice Ds 
Set down 2ist March Exeter Archibald v Fisher Mr Buckaill Justics Cave 
Set down 29th March Liverpool Norman v Bianington & ore Mr Bigham 
Justice Charles 
motn for @@Setdown 2nd Aprif Liverpool The Mersey Forge Cov Caton & Co Mr Gally 
Justice Charles 
Set down 3rd April Bristol Budgetts & Co v Bianington & Co Me Backaill 
Justice Cave Motion for judgment No 2 to be argued with this motion 
»t before “> 8rd April Leeds Mayor, &o, of Salford vy Lever Mr Lockwood Ju:- 
ay 
Set down 9th April York Machillv Milnes Mr L Walton Justice Day 
act Set down 10th April Under Sheriff of the County of London Garman v Brighton 
fore June & Hove Electric Light Co, 1ld_ Mr Pyke 
Set down _ April Leeds White v Bolokow, Vaughan & Co, 1d Mr Waddy 
a 
Set down 10th April Stafford Large v Colc’ough Mr Jelf Justice Hawkins 
act Set down 16th April Birm'ngham Day v Roberts Mr Underhill Baron 
-Co act Huddleston 
Set down 18th April Middlesex EvansyClarke Tae Attorney General Justice 
ey act Mathew 
i & @ Set down 18th April Lincoln Gillespie v Smethurst Baron Pollock 
Set down 19th April Carnarvon Evans v Jones Mr E. H. Lloyd Justice A. 
al Bahis L. Smith 
ai Oss Gown 2let April Liverpool Gallagher vy Thomas Mr Kennedy Justice 
0 v es 
die. Set down 22nd April Middlesex Lomer v Balkis Consolidated Co, 1d Mr 
B Justice Mathew 
Set down 23rd April Middlesex Toursier vy Sequin Mr Wiavch Jus:ios Charles 
trading, Mp Set down 23rd April Middlesex Toureier v Sequin Mr Douglas Justice 
bury act Set down 25th April Middlesex Chatter‘on v London ani County Banking 
Co Mr Bigham Justice Day 
in (Zo be continued.) 
ams 
APPEALS AND MOTIONS IN BANKRUPTCY, 
Appra.s for hearing before a Diviston at Court Sitting in Bankruptoy. 
In re Copoutt Expte Copoutt 
Lewin y fe 2% Gould Expte Goutd 
In re Galey Expte Cundy 


In re Richbell Expte Trustee 

Ina re Gilbert Expte Palmer 

In re Beswick Expte Coop:r restorad to list (by order) 
Mortons in Bankruptcy for hearing before Mr. Justice Cave. 

In re Bradbrook Expte Bishop v Hawkins 

In re H th & Delmar K Delmar v 

In re Smi Expte Pickering v Tarn 

In re Trehearne Expte CO R v Ealing Local Board 

In re Easton Expte Elliott v Cope 

In re McGregor & Smith Expte Boulter v Hunter 

In re Carpenter Expte & anr v Official Receiver 

In re Harris, Gcodwin & Co Expte v Colonial Bank of New 

In 1e Moor E Wickenden v Wilding 

In re Williaws Expte Cooper v Ros 

In re Macdonald Expte O R v Macdonald 

Tu re Pooles Expte Viney v 

In re Loveridge Expte Burton Brawery Co 

ln re Bound & Elcox Expte P. cy from County Court of 

\— A 


In re Best Expte Dalton v Lewis 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Trinity Srrrines, 1890. 

A to F—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
to Master Johnson are to be made returnable before him in his own room , 
No. 110, at 11.30 a.m. on Mondays, Wedn 8, and Fridays. 

G to N—All applications by summons or in actions assigned 
to Master Walton are to be made returnable before the masters in this 
division until the 22nd July, after which date they are to be made retarn- 
— A Ba own room, No, 175, at 11.30 a.m. on Mondays, Wednesdays, 
an ays. 


O to Z—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions to 
Master Wilberforce are to be made returnable before him in own 
room, No. 179, at 11.30 a.m. on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and 3 until 
the 24th June, after which date they are to be made returnable before the 


masters in this division. 

The parties are to meet in the ante-room of masters’ chambers, and the 
summonses will be inserted in the printed list for the day after the sum- 
monees to be heard before the master sitting in chambers, and will be 
called over by the attendant in the respective rooms for a first and second 
time at 11.30, and will be dealt with by the master in the same manner as 
if they were returnable at chambers. By Order of the Masters. 


Masters 1n Onampers ror Tarniry Srrrmes, 1890. 
A to F—Mondays, Wednesdays and F; #, Master Kaye; Ta 
Thursdays, and Saturda 8, Master Poll ; - ee 
G to N—Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Macdonnell ; 
Toe, —— and Saturdays, Master Butler. 
to 
Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master M 


Wednesdays, and ee Master Archibald ; 
y Smith. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—FRmpay, May 23. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

ORI AT MeSH Cages hoe elanie! wind othe Sonya 9 

BOW ty Gruss Lascaaos Oo, Liniesy been for winding up 





liquidator 
pty Biliter = 


be 

Simpson & Oo, Liverpool, solors for petners 

OATTLE PLAGUE Murvat Assunance Oo, Limrrep —Kay, J, has 

“fixed Tuceday, June 8, at 12, at his chambers, mb a pd ohn ‘ofiicial 
iquidator 


cial Liquidator 
OoLontaL Forgien Mintne Luvtrep —Petn for 
day 28, drooted to Wo Grand before Oniney, J. on June? 
CGaRD 





waginang Longen Gui Op Lagan fet for winding. wp great May 2 
an 5 Oo, Limtran hy an onder made by Kekewioh, J, dated May 1? 
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xe pia a erie te stnes nPany be continued | Pocock, Onawronp JOHN, Hove, Sussex, Surgeon. June 82. Uppertoa - 


win up, presented May 19, 
June 7 ap, Pyegented May ugh 


Co. —North, J, has fixed Thursday, June 
5, at 12.45, yo his ——. =—— the ap’ tment of an official liquidator 
yey Petn for Winding up, pegeen 
May 22. directed te be heard i betes Chitty, J, on June? Andrew Sor Ole. 
ment’s lane, solors for petner 
Tee AvTomaTic FURNACE GRATE Se. See Creditor required, on or 
before June 27, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or cleims, to ee a 
LIMITED — mired, on or before 


Frac Buriprre Socrery, 
June 14, to send their names and inn a oy the } culars of their debts 
or claims, to oo a ow ne a Highbury Hare, Pinner’s ct, 


FRIENDLY SOOIETIES. 
SUSPENDED FOR THREE MONTHS. 
Amiwce RoyaL Minune Apnms Frienpiy Socrety, Marquis Inn, Amlwch, 


Anglesea 

Inxeston UNITED BENEVOLENT. FEMALE FRIENDLY Society, Unitarian School- 
room. Ilkeston, Derby 

Tavz Brive Lopes, 1, Gaawe ORDER OF INDEPENDENT DrvIpDs, BLACKBURN 

Umrry, Wellington Inn, Further gate, Blackburn, Lancs May 22 


selor for 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day oF CLAIM, 
London Gaz+tte.—FRIDAY, May 23. 
OonEsrrT, Wrugsiy, Deighton. Insurance Agent. June 20. Pallant v Corbett, 


Jones, Quality ct, Chancery lane 
JENNINGS, praaD. Binebury eo tw he ee June 24. Jennings 
ennings, Stirling Bucknill, Gra inn place 


vd 
nnd pct org May 27. 
Borrettt, HENry, Rochester we ww. Westminster, Butcher. June 24. Elmer v 
WwW rling, Woo - -. oo. Hole Oro Registrar, 
ILLIAM, on. June ev 
pool. = ‘Liverpool — 
7 pay w a: a June 20. Robson v Halla- 


Teale. Aucklan 
st, Strand, Gent. 


wrms, Bars vi Bamsos, ‘Essex 5 June 20. Myers v Myers, 
RosHER Epwann 0; Gane Havilton tert, Bt St John’s Wood, Esq. June 13, Milr 
v Hulkes, .J. Matthews, Lincoln’s inn fields wd 
—, Guengs mm ious Rese . June 21, Smith v 
oung, North, Carpenter, Trafal . Charing 
SrTaPLEron, une 26. French v Stapleton, 


, WILLIAM, '. 
Chitty, J. Ensor, New inn, 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or CLAIM. 
London Gasette.—TUESDAY, May 20. 
Atmstzy, THomas Lipprs, South Shields, Optician. June 30, Rennoldson, 
Aszuron, JoHsN EDWARD, Manchester, Merchant. June 27. Grundy & Co, Man- 


Baxer, CHaRtorrs, Dudley, Fruiterer. June 2%. Huff, Dudley 

BaRwKtt, Joux, Nottingham, Cab Proprietor. Augi. Truman, Nottingham 
BLACKBURN, JosEru, Brighouse, Yorks, Gent. July 15. Ayrton, Brighouse 
Brooxs, Mary Ans, Woodford, Essex. June 24. Snow & Co, College hill, 


st 
Brornens, VaLentive, Birmingham, Ironfounder’s Manager. July1. Parr & 
Baumrrrr, Wiii1aM, Ford, nr Liverpool. June 12. Bellringer & Cunliffe, 


Borcorms, Mary Harrier, South Hates pt, Maton og. June 2%. Gayton & 
Hare, Much Hadhem, Herts , 
CRACKNELL, JOHN, Redlingfield, Suffolk, Farmer June ié. Tacon, Eye 


I ee a June7. Jas Doughty, 30, Victoria 
Fee, Caster, Shipwrisht. June 15. W. B. Doig, 
pont Vinson BBremmers oon, June 19. Morgan, Shrewsbury 
Dungexn, Luxe, Coventry,Gent. June %. Twist & Sons, Coventry 
eebeigion Buckingham rd, Brighton. June %. Upperton & Bacon, 
Ew. ILUAM SALisEuEY, Georze’s pl, Hyde Park Corner, Jate Ldeut. Col. in 


Pasagw, Sous, Whitworih, nt Roch alo tote Tanke Soon Standring 


Fraxcis, , Eastbourne, Stonemason. June 16, Pidcock, Eastbourne 
Ganpwen, Rovazr, Preston, Tailor. June #4, Banks & Oo, Preston 
Saicoon Evesham, Market Gardener. June 24, Byrch & Cox, Evesham 
Bammiron, Rovzer, Bias, Howeed 26, Stoke Howington. June 10. J R Ockford, 
Salon Laas, Cloth Viatdher. Junei6. Harrison & Lupton, Leeds 
jong name era Re July 7. Jackson & 
Laoe, Cominpas, Wistecr. Jane 19. Robinson & Co, King’s Arms yd 
Lows, Cmantzs, Clapham. June #. Taylor, Lincoin’s inn fields 
Marra, Ettzn Pasxer, Penge. June. Cox & Son, St Swithin’s lane 
Mecomsus, Cusnizs PEncr, Ltverpool, General Broker. June 20. Jevons & 
Oasounn, Ricnszp, Bray, Berks, Labourer. June 2). Weed, Maidenhead 
Oumz, Eowin, Derby, Innkeeper. June 2. Sale & Co, Derby 
Paapesy, Ricnizp AtzxampEr, Buckingham Palace rd, Wheelwright July 
P. 4g hey & Corvwriah arwick,Gent. July 1. Parr & Hasell, Birming- 


Pmsigwan, Serums, Aldington, Keot, Jane 1. Mowll & Mowill, Ash- 



































PopMorE, Sopu1A, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. July 1. Parr & B 


POWELL, JOHN, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Ironfounder. June i4. Rees, 


RicemMonp, Mary Cass, Menston, Lunatic Asylum, Yorks. June 12. 
bottom & Sons, Halifax 
RUDYARD, ANN, Macclesfield. June 26. Hand, Macclesfield 


RvussEtL, GEORGE Brown, Hampton Wick, foemerty Capt. in Royal D 
June 30. Andrew & Co. me seense ot, eds 
SHARP, JOSEPH, Burgess sil Sussex. June 30, Hardwick, Brighton 


cmmm, Deum piaqpeuare, yi = valley, Sereey, vetined Lieut. in 
- erts & Hussey, New sq, 
ANE Woop, St Augustine’s rd, Camden sq. July 4. Oartwright, 


ros aaah a rd, Lower Olapton, Gent. June 12. Martin & 
brough, F urch st 
Parr & Hasell, 


‘ench 
Tanpy, THOMAS, King’s Heath, Worcester, Gent. July 1. 
Tayror, Atice Mayor, St Asaph, Flint. June 30. Easthams & 
VERRILL, JOSEPH, Seaforth, nr Liverpool, Master Mariner. July 1. 
Cornish, Liv 
Westminster bridge rd, Iron Merchant. Jt 


& Son, ARedtord row 


Woergey, Paeaems, Tunbridge Wells. July 5. Andrew & Cheale, Tunh 
Gazette.—F BIDAY, 


London 
Bootu, FERDINAND, Pentrich, Derby, Farmer. i 7. Peake, Ripley, 
BOscHETTI, AGNES FREELAND, Eccles, Lancs. July 20. Pratt, Newark on Ti 
Bune, Bryant, Chesham, Bucks, Clerk in Holy Orders. July 17. 


ow, m 
BUTLAND, "JANE, Exeter. June 24. Tapley, Exeter 
CHILDERS, FRaNcEs, Doncaster. June 30. Baxter & Co, Doncaster 


Cops, Wi1iL1am Hosson, Glengall rd, Old Kent rd. June 15. Murton, 
“\ Jasdeohen tees 
ORAKELL, JULIA ELLEN, Soho sq. June 24, Wray, Uheapside 


Dares, WILLIAM, Leicester, Fishmonger. June 28. Burgess, Leicenter 


2 


We 


ce 


2 


pik 


en 


saEPEE 


Fir 


eEeek 
zi 


De TErsst GEORGE FRED! Chichester, pl in Holy Orders, M 
15. Barnes & Bernard. Finsbury x 
Dyson, m Dale Kings, Watford, Herts, Ex. "Sealy 10. Nicholeon & Gin d 


it st 
FEARON, Gu0eGe, Wandsworth rd, M.D. June %&. Emmet & Co., Bloom 
juare 
Fred. HAmprEt AR Addiscombe, Surrey. July 3. Trollope & Winc 


A 
FisHer, WILLIAM, Kendal, Printer. July 23. Thomson & Wilson, Kendal 
GeTtTins, James, Liverpool, Master Cooper. July 9. Woodburn & Ho 


Liv: 
GouGH, JOmm, Redland, Westbury upon Trym, Bristol, Esq. August 1. Po 


Green, Exiza, Beccles, Suffolk. July1. Rix, Beccles 
RETH, JOHN, Wrekenton, Gateshead, Farmer. Aug 1. T Stanger, 
mene nguth’ 3a Heaton, ak gy t nies y 
Et 7 July 25. Ayrton, Brigh 


c peeepentee 


FAavtHERs, 
Hiner, Tous. an - Dewsbury, out of business. June 16. Sykes ‘May 1 
Lanarzy, Gxonaz, Paignton, Devon, Gent. June 14. T. 0. & G, F. Kel 


=Ame, Y eee Bridge rd, Hammersmith. June 30. Isaacson, New 
Epwakp JosHua, Warnford ct, Throgmorton st, Solic 


ROBERT 
July 4. _— Waar ct, Throgmorton 
SAMUBL, sen., Walsall, Gent. June 25. Evans, Walsall 


MooRE. Lp iecetaas rd, Esq. July 26. Paterson & Sons, Bouverie 
ie ) EpwaAsp, Fox Hill, nr Reading, Esq. July 8. Ounliffes 
Devonport, Chancery 
Posty. ng ok Newport, Mon, Bank Messenger. June 30. Williams &( 
owp 
Ross, GEORGIANA tr Hove, West Brighton. July 1. Balderston 


bileten! 


2 


mm 


Warren, Bed 
Scorr, Many Evian. ‘Ardcley, Herts. June 24. Helder & Roberts, Ver IsBERso! 
bidngs, ion Deal 
Scort, WiLiL1aAM Colonial Broker. June 2%. Barber@y Jonas, | 


CAN. Mincing lane, 
Fgnnders Hall, St Swithin’s lane 
Wittiam Livaty, Willes rd, Kentish Town, M.R.O.S, July 
Cooke & Jonas, Old Serjeants’ 


ite’ inn 
omMAS, Denton Holme, Carlisle, Coal Seller. June 25, Se 
comet. WIt114M, Stanton, Staffs, Farmer. June 14. Oooper & ¢ 


STOCEDALE, ELzaNnor, Abergele, Denbigh. June 28. Arrowsmith, Abergele 


SToceDALE, JEREMIAH, Heathland rd, Stoke Newington, Gent. July 
Tickle, Cheapside 
Srripve, Ricuarp, Shirley, Southampton, Esq. June?4. Goater & Bia’ 
Southam Genet 
08 


baby mer Redbridge, Southampton, Brewer. June 4%. 
TOWNEND, Hewey, Anerley, Surrey. June 21. Satchell & Ohapple, Queen # 
Warts, San Ballsall Heath, Kings Norton, Worcs. J 2%. Rowley & 

| ey FB vast + 


W. Wi144M, “ mw 
ATTS, r Tizsm. Shrewley, Hatton, Warwick, retired Farmer. June 
Weaxkiin , Clements inn, Gent. July 12, Edmunds & Son, & 


Whurrz, EDWwIn Yawnancs, 2 Exeter, Solicitor. June 80. Truscott, Exeter 
Wrr11aMs, Mancasnt, Albers Edward rd, Liverpool. July 4. Symond & 
Wi1114Ms, SARAH, A Denbigh. June 25. Gold & Oo, Denbigh 
Wurorove, Emma, Craster rd, Brixton. June 14. Hillearys, Fenchurch bidog 








Hovss Purcusasens & Lussuns.—Before 


i ener eres ae ea 


2 Souk victves sue wae ince 4 Eyer 





lant. July 
le, Tunb 


e, Ripley, 
wark on T 
17. Frane 


r 
‘ton, Carey 


center 
Irders, E 


ioleon & § 
, Blo Omsp 


Kendal 
n & Ho 


i1. Poyn 


nger, 

n, Brigho 
5. Sykes 
F. Kell 
n, New i 
t, Solicit 


Jouverie 
Dunliffes 
liams & 
lderston 
, Ve 
Barber 
. July 
5. Se 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette—FRIDAY, May 23. 


By Muay ORDERS. 
; . J, 0, Dader._ General Dealer Dudley 
Pet 


(BERY, daxcomt,, methwick, Staffs, Pattern 
Maker West Bromwich Pet May 20 Ord 
May 20 


ILLIAM BANNON pete pieninghet. Rin 
a Birmingham 'P et May 20 Urd May 20° 
A chepmmour sh, Kusto et May 9 ™ cd May 19 
: mart, HOskEt Ri a ee Commission 
Agent eter Ord 
s,ytIss, ALFRED, Ashto mW ar wick == beg Coach- 
man Birmingham Pet May 21 Ord May 21 
B AND, ~" and BENJAMIN BEANLAND, 
i Ord i vee Merchants Bradford Pet May 
ay 
ALFRED J, Buc’ ham st, Gnd. 
™arebitect High Court Pet ay 1 Ord Ma: 
Bencu, EDWARD, Li} a Kingston, oy 


rey Pet May 20 Ord May 20 
; ERNEST FREDERI Battersea Park rd, 
‘Glothier Wandsworth Pet May i7 Ord 
BLAKE, WILLIAM FRANK, Glasshouse st, Regent st, 
Button Manufacturer High Oourt Pet May 20 


0, mE 
.) ERICK, Mestinghem, Journ 
Hottiaghen | Pet - A 20 E: y 20 
aa 5 Re ae 


BO Essex Ress, Treleach ar bettws, Carmar- 
thenshire, Farmer Carmarthen Pet May 20 


gr, Lom, B Godolphin rd, Sena | 


as a a Dealer 
Uourt Pet 


DAvA! D, 

High Court Pet May 1 Ord 
DHAMB Crondall st, New North rd, 
Boo ; Manufacturer High Court Pet May6é Ord 


LLIEB, Commercial 


and CHARLES COLLI 
sh spltaields, Coffee Roasters High Oourt 
May 20 


oe De Haywakp, Amhurst rd, Hackney. 
salter High Qourt Pet May 20 Ord 


OOWGILL, SARAH ANN, Bradf ord. piresemeher Brad- 
ford "Pet Ma May 21 Ord May 3 

. Henry. The Royal Princess’s Theatre 

Oxford st High Court Pet April 11 Ord 


SanuEs, P O, Haymarket, $ Menegins Director of 
the Condal al Water Oo, Lim 4 h Court Pet 
April1é Or 
ELLISON, wy a Pawnbroker Leeds Pet 


“36,, Banker’ s Clerk 


00] 


ay 20 


Paost, Francis ALEXANDEB AnTHony, Ri: 
Grocer Rochester Pet May 20 Ord 


iy 
GmierTr, Witt1aM, Winchcomb, Glos, Brewer's 
Agent Chelteoham Pet Mayi9 Ord May 19 
, Witr1aM Heney, Ramsgate, of no occu- 
pation Canterbury Pet >A 17 Ord May 17 
OMAS lverhampton, Com- 
mercial Tre Traveller Wolverhampton ‘et May 19 
ne toed Coens Wui1am, Ripos, Yorks, Den- 
ust Northallerton wan May 20 Ord May 20 


Hanaivo703, BALLS, penchingtete, Essex, 
"Ohelmetord set May 19 Ord May 19 
is, HENRY Y, Blaina, M — Engineman Tredegar 
Pet May 20 ‘Ord 
Isperson, WILLIAM mY, Sheffield, Provision 
Dealer Sheffield Pet May 20 Ord May 
Jonas, BENJAMLN ae, Haulier | 
then Pet May May 2 Ord May 20 
Mus, OnaRtES James, Moss Side, nr Manchester, 
pper’s Assistant Salford Pet May 21 Ocd 
Mosas, Guonox Bie. chester, Drysalter 
et May 9 Moni are 
ye) z, aneney, 8 Surrey, Widow Oroydon 
OHanton, | aA iningham, Baker Birming- 
ham Pet Ma: Pay Ord 
sa ick (inoue PACKEE, 
ers e m Pe 
May 20 Ord May 7 20 


Panrirr, W $y em Keeper 
Cardist “Pe mot May ir 
Prove Jom & Gellack, aneten ordshire, Farmer Here- 


ford P 
Prsvs, Jonn, York, Painter ‘Fork Pet May 20 Ord 


‘et May 21 
Romie Jous, W teeryman 
ORN, ‘anstead, Essex, Nu 
High Pet May 20 Ord May 20 
SCHNEIDER, FREDERICK BENTHAM Hepasor, Leath- 
waite aring ins Junotion, Olerk in the Edd 
pone ee Ce, Wandswo' 


ee ah Bo . Dealer Scar- 
: ns aos ru ¥ ant . 
x, 
Ord Atay 9 
and taM Mr 
Liverpool et May 19 
Besmonieey, Shipowner 


Ord May 
Hurlingham rd 


ILLIAM, Beaucham 
— 
Ww armer seats Pet May 22 


0: 


Ww rig a 





Zao, Builder High Court Pet Mey io Ord 
ey 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
ARTLETT, ROBERT CorsToN, Exeter, Commission 
pgcnt June8 atil Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, 
Bastin, JOHN, La ay , Farmer May 30 at 
8 95, Sapate Oe brs. i venue 


HN, and JAMIN BEANLAND, 
ford, Wool Merchants June2atii Off oF here, 31, 
Lowestoft. 


Manor row, Bradf 
— THomas WALDRO 

s OMe Ree, 8, Kine at, 
Boum, "oR, Seveno Ken — te ° 3 at 
An, encaks, F a 


B 


wher nr 81 at 12.30 


a Bege, Go! Wr11M. Liverpool. Wine 
a = 5 at 2.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria 
Boom, JOSEPH, West Buckland, Somersetshire, 
Poul Dealer May 31 at 11 Off Rec, 55. 
~ st, Taunton : 
BULLIV. Ricuarp ArTuur, Leeds, Architect 
Jane 2 at it Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
CHARLESWORTH, REDERICE Ser > and RICHARD 


NS ORTH, Joiners 
June 8 at 3 ay lang, Sheffield 
. , Builder 
gone 3 at 12.80 4, 4, ‘Railway Ccoeeee, London 
Cooprzr, GEORGE, Leatherhead, Plumber 
June 8 at 11.30 24, Railway am. London 


Craig, W1LL1AM Ni00L, Kendal, N May 
= at 10.45 —s Rec. 


REGIN. JAMES, Kent, 
ml 2 at 11. 0. Off Res, 24, way approach, 
ion Bridge 


 TRANGIS ALEXANDER ANTHONY Rainham, 
“Feat, Guecet June 8 at 12 Off Rec, High st, 


GreorGE, Davi, Capel Oolman. Pembrokeshire, 
Innkeeper June 6 at 2.80 Off Rec, 11, Quay st, 


Lae gg - aS 
GoopMAN, . NO Occupa- 
tion Sune <a 3.30 0. 7a, High st, Hanineate 


Gane Devonshire, 
oO re al ‘ravelier _ 30 $0 at 12 10, Athe- 


neeum ter, P’ 
Howe. Bary Sou ri ay Grocer June 3 at 2 
f+) Fay yt gs 
tract Works 
St. Peter’s Church walk, Not aaen 
Honour, ALBERT STEPHES, Station Harro 
Sevthr June 2 at 12 95, Temple chmbrs, 


Temple avenue 
Tareas, Epwin, re, Newport Butcher June4at 2 


J owns, fxn, Aberys Cardiganshire, Pro- 


pay wh ihe Townhall, Aber- 

Lewis, Emma, Bath, Lodging house Keeper June 
igati 1, Ab 

Mann, HERBERT , Dews ay, Commpenstel 

Traveller May 30 at 3 Of Rec, chmbrs, 


st, Bath 
Batley 
MosEs, Gnorge aim Manchester, Dryaalter June 
4 at 230 Off Rec, Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, 
Manchester 
MunpayY, CHARLES Ropert, Aliwal rd, New Wands- 
Builder June 2 2 at 12.30 24, Railway app, 


Fens ot Bridge, 8S 
ork, Painter June 4 at 11.30 Off 


Pysus, JOHN, 
Rec, ¥ork 
Hareretre Exviza, and GsorGE WILLIAM 
Logan, Liangelynin, erionethshire, Slate 
Quarry Owners June 3at12 Bankruptcy 
portugal os. st. Egy 's inn fields 
en: Butcher's Assistant 
aMay. 8 at if. i215, ‘Off Rec Ki 
Upton, GzorGe Francis, Dews 
Off ye Bauk cbm! 





Grocer 


une Sati2 95, 


avenue 
es. Tapes Howk&tt, Ockbrook, Derbyshire, 
Se>re = Company June 2 at 2.30 Of Ree. 
St Jamex's chbre Auiuun, 


wees, Faqpenne and Mary JANE 
WRIGHT, —-¥ Grocers June 38 at 
2.30 Off Rec, Figtree tiny Yorks, drove 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


i BRANLAND, 
Bradford Pet May 19 


, Glasshouse me st t 
High Court Pet 


pone neers or bd 
“Seem eacrn ors 


i oom Ee alon Dealer 
Bush, wh 
ere beth 


Oowai1t, 
ford 


ites Manufacturer 


ai Ord 





DE VALp2z, High Baron, bate a get Ord May 39 
Leeds, Paw: pt SS BA 


le 


W: 
Pet May 3 Ord 
Frost, Faancts ALEXANDER ANTHONY, 
Kent, Grocer 


Ecos, Arepeg, Ratnbany 


GILLETT, * wrezzas, Winchcomb, Glos. Brewer’s 
t Cheltenham Pet 19 Ord 19 
som T ceY, Hams er ; a 
Gray, JOSEPH BENJAMIN Merchant 
a Court Pet April 33°C Ord 
—— a ‘Wolk Pet 
= , Wolverbamp ‘May 


, +. 1 


May 19 gona Mayis. 
ie ee hoe ork Pet May 20 


May 
Lgvi WILLIAM, Weymouth, Manager of the 
eymouth ——- He Society’s 
oirerpan Bet ape 
J A 
mae OHN Dougres, Sandwich, ry 
me... 
Bet May 13 Weaeat, Meusts, Painter St Albans 
: Pet May Ged May 18 F: 


WOLSTENHOLME. » 49 High Oonrt =. r. | 


— Builder 
May 19 
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RECEIVING ORDERS. 
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[<a 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


, ARTHUR, Watford, Hi Butcher’s Fore- 
man” June 3 =>. 12.30 Maiden otel, het ag 


Lincoln’ 
OK, 


yume 8 at iz Off 
Bowron, Witliim Hxwny, Norwich, Tobacconist, 
otal June 4ati The Auction Mart, T ‘oken- 


house 
| Treleach ar bettws, Oarmar: 
—- tbenehire, Farmer Fee ats Off Rec, 11, Quay | 


CowGriL, Samant / Ann, Bradford, Dressmaker J une | 

11 at11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row. Bradford 
VaLpEz, the Baron, late Hatchett’s Hotel, | 
June 6 at 230 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 8 | 


ham, Journeyman Sad- 
OM Ree St. Peter’s oe Obureh | 


inn 
DEVON, JOHN, Padiham, Lancs, Confectioner a | 
Bat2 Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnl | 
INAND, Hanway st, Oxford st, 
ruptey Bldgs, Portug {st Lingala ATW eg 
0! 8 ncoln’s inn fields 
Hatrorp, Wii114m, Albert sq. Clapham rd, late 
Director of the eee Foundry 
4 June 6at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Por- 
HOOK, GrorcEe 
ham, 


st, ee inn fields 
EL SAMUEL LUPINO, Birmin 
rhe my y 2 4at11 25, Cuhanee row, 


B 
Jouns, Bassas, Carmarthen, Haulier June 3 at 
Off 11, Quay st, en 
[ENEY, &q — Mount cottages. 
pstead Heath, late Bank Olerk June 4 at 12 
one Nes What, Cant Bridge, Old Kent 
eS 
rd, Vinegar inegar ian eer yume a od 11 Bank- | 
= Bs ortugal s coln’s inn 
Wintran, ag Bradford, Tinner | 
June 12 at11 Off Reo, 31, Man adford | 
JA WILLIAM 


or row, Br 
ACOB 
June4atil 33, Carey st, Lincoln’ 
GrorGE, Oi 








Y, ca Tower st | 
E, Oidham, Grocer June 5 at 3 Off | 
Ree. Priory Cc Union st, Oldham 


= On Ben _ 
at 3 


ratte ong 


way approach, London 


late Boot Dealer, June ¢ 


CIs, 
at11.30 Off Rec, 74, Neworough st, Scarborough 
Wires, Henry, Bedford, Tailor June6at1030 Off 
Rec, St Paul’s sq, Bedford 
TLLIAMS, ALFRED, Handsworth, Staffs, Grocer’s | 
Assistant June 6 at 11 25, Golmore row, Bir- | 


Wri114Ms, Ropsrt SNELL, and Wit11AM gy 
Bootle, Paint emoes June 10at2 Off Rec, 35 
Victoria st 

| eR 


INFIELD, Haney, 
June 8 at 3 Bell Hotel, Gloucester 


1 

| 

| 

Ship Chandler 

The following amended notice is substituted f for | 
that pu in 


the London Gazette, 


WittiaMs, Exiis, esda, 
May 80 at230 Orypt chbrs, Chester 


sax ADIUPICATIONS.. sali 
ae me Cc. tafis, attern | 
lanwhecagele 


Harpvwi 
Kei 

TLLIAM , Bethnal Jacmuan, J 

June 6 na bldgs, Portugal st, | JonzEs 


| KNIGHT, Rr 
22 Ord April 28 
| MANN, 


NEWTOY, 
Pet May 20 
REYNOLDS, WILLIAM, 


Urrow. GEORGE Faccus, Devebury, Cashier Dews- 


June 8.—Messrs. DEBENHAM 


June 2.—Messrs. EpwIn Fox & BOUSFIELD, at the 


BUCKLEY.—Ma: ay 24, at Stafford-terrace, Kensington, i> 
e 
MICKLEM.—May 24, at Fairligh’ 


Prercy.—May 25. at 


, Sussex, Plumber June 3 | RoBEetTson.—May 27, 


WyeasameCanvan<-tieg at Streatham. 
Clar L M., 


CHORLEY.—May 22, at 36, Moons 
CROWTHER.— 


i ieee Ma 


CK, WILLIAM, and Henry SMITH HARDWICE, 
bley , Yorke. — Spinners Bradiord 
ir 
A, Lamiport, Saddler Portsmouth 
Pet May 22 Ord May 22 
NES, ELus BENJAMIN, * lanidloes, Montgomery, 
3: ily Grocer Newtown Pet May 12 Ord 
ay 2 


REVERSIONS, 


INTERESTS, 
ESSRS. H. 
FIELD a Marsh, 
Land and Reversion Valuers and 


Co.) 
tioneers, consulted upon all 
above Interests. 


guining to h 
Sales menage BY the late Mr. H. E. 
1848) occur First Thursday in each Mo 
throughout the pear, amd are the recognized mediuj 
for realizing this description of Soper. Advange 
completion, or perman 


made, if juired 
mortenaes ca nagetiened. —Address, 6, Poultry, 


BR. INDERMAUB (assisted by 


continues to 


ANNUITIES, 
LIFE POLICIES, &e. 


E. ae ne & ORA)} 


Pet 


CHARD, Winshill, Burton, Staffs, Journe 
man Wheelwright Burton on Trent Pet March 


HERBERT HARTLEY, pabary, Cognrdal 
Traveller Dowsbury Bot May Ord May 21 
Anerley, Surrey, Widow Croydon 











Mey.i ur Beniieee, Tinner 
oe Pet May 22 tek nen 

ERICK BENTHAM poasom, Leath- 
waite ~- Clapham Jone, Clerk in Eddystone 
Marine Insurance A gl im) Wandsworth Pet 
Mays Ord Ma: 
bury Pet May 16 Ord May 2 Interm Final ations, 
an om received for Private and Postal F 


NOTE. ee mating Mr. Indermaur have 
= of a ry is Chambers for study d 
hy S- —- 4 use of his Library there without extra f 
Neo a oe in “ Law Sudents’ Jo 
also —- results. Mr. Indermaur hat now prepared 
winners of the 1st A. -. at the Solicitors’ Final, 


CLASSES for FINAL and HONOURS EXAMI 
NATIONS are taken personally for two ho 
each day by 


R. GEO. F. HUGGINS (First in Fig 
Class Honours, Easter, 1880, and wrienel 
© Olement’s-inn P} Prize, and B ham Geo 
| Medal), Also Postal Preparation. —For ti 
| terms, &c., apply, 89, Chancery-lane, W. 
of Uineehto inn, | RESULTS.—In January -~ 17 tT ot of 19 pupils 

Barrister-at-law, of a son. | up passed and 8 obtained Honours. During the 

Midland-road. Headingley, | ewht years 826 out of 200 pupal sent fn have paseed, 
wife of T. Piercy, Solicitor, of a 


| @ large percentags have obtained Honours. All 

| awarded in ay may anny with the Final have from time 
at Thornoleigh, Olapham- | time been won by his pupile, including the Clement's 

common, 8.W., the wife of Herbert Robertson, | Rea: 

Barrister- at-law, of a son. 


Clifford’s-inn and don Prises, Briderip Ge 
MARRIAGE. 





SALES OF ENSUING WEEK, 


N, FARMER, & 
BRIDGEWATER, at the Mart, C., "'s 2 o’clock, 
Freehold and Leasehold a L (see advertise- 
ment, Kay 24, p. 499). 





Mart, E.C., at 2 o’clock, Reversions and 8: and 


Shares (see advertisement, May 24, p. 499). 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 


the wife of Henry Burton Buckley, Q.C., of a +o 
iilesden-lane, thi 


wife of Nathaniel Micklem, 


Leeds, the 
daughter. 


Medal, §c. 


R. USTLEY. Solicitor, continues 


rool oes, on successfully ig 
CANDIDAT. orliy ona 4 kort fo for the 
CITORS’ and BAR Y, INTE 
MEDIATE, and YINAL on and LL.B. ER 
Terms from £1 1s. per month, Many PUPIIS HA 
| TAKEN Honours. — For er particulars, afi 
co ies of ** Hints on Stenpen's Commentaries” an 
its or. Criminal Law,” address, 17, Brazenno 
| street, Al uare, ester. ; 


M* WILLIAM ABNOLD, Solicita 
a cag of Snowdon House, Olab 
EPARES OANDIDATES 
of Honours wiant On! 
.0; --4 the post. Terms (payable in advance), ¢ 
eas for twenty-seven correspondences, or f 
guineas for seventeen pepe senens, Spec 





Alfred | 
ke Williams, M ofthe Inner Temple, 
Buarrister-at-law. to Ethel Frances Thru: p Oarver, 
daughter of the Rev. Alfred J. Carver, D.D., Hon, 
Canon of Rochester, and late Master of Dulwich 
College. 
DEATHS. 
Spires oe. | 
Thomas Fearncombe Chorley, Solicitor, aged 
—May 21, at Brewster Lodge, Giepbam- | 
Alfred aorpwinee, Oe Solici- | 
Winchester-road, ate, 
Matthews, Solicitor es | eee, Fival, 
Throgmorton-street, F 





common, 8S W., 
tor, of 53 and 54, 
ATTHEWS. 4p 
Robert Edward 
Warnford-court, 
aged 42, 


64, Ch: 
Til 7, at W. 
Joshua 





Aw HENRY, Neswtch, Tobacconist | 


My Banker's Clee 
ay 22 
Bainiae "Fos Apel it No 
'e 4 
EARyz, Seas 21m, s Gt Grimsby. "lite Kdinnesa 
Seen upon Hull Pet April 78 


Victualler 
Ord May 22 
Ashfield, Suffolk, a eed 


Fox, Gt 
“St Edmunds Pet May 20 Ord May 21 


Pet May 13 Ord | — 


| TEE po “OF Dragctons FOR ACTS ‘Unrra 





is Comey” the 
to 9 Public Company igh Gout Pet hey ‘2 I L 


22 
Gairrix, JoHN, East Stonehouse, Devon, Com- | 
mercial 


Ord May 


mae veller East Stonehouse Pet. May 16 | mono NOTIOES....+« 


CONTENTS. 





| terms for a longer course if 


AW.—A Solicitor (Honours) of good’ 
position and private means wishes to Parch: 
the Succsasion toa small high-class Practice ; libe 
terms highest references offered.— 
| Honours, kane 162, Piccadilly. 


| W4NtzD. to Keep the Books and Entries 
or Audit Accounts in Solicitor’s Office one 

or two days & week or as required ; 

oe; bs arf experience.— LEX, 





VIRES e -seee eves «ee 503 


Oe eee sees 


whe 'ae terms moder- 


Weavers’ Hall, 





saeeaia Taito a Junior Partners) 
ship in a Country or  Feoriocial Office; Adverti 


is willing to iavest —Address, H. G., Post Offics; | 
‘ch Hind, Pinner, Mi _ 





sacosaduceah iobeakvane scene 


ANKEUPTOY NOTICES - 








THE SOLICITORS’ LAW ‘STATIONERY SOCIETY, 


LIMITED. 


Labor omnibus unus-—Georgicon, Lib. 1V. 


DI 
AIEBXANDER Crossman, Esq. (Messrs, Crossman & Prichard), 16, Theobald’s- 


road, W.C. 
DovuGias Gazru, Esq. (Messrs. Pemberton & Garth), 


mee bees GRIBBLE, 
eam > WwW. aon and . 
JouN ARTHUR ILIFFE, Esq. (M 


ae Torr, Janeways, Gribble, & Oddie), 88, 
arliament-street, 
essrs. Lliffe, Henley, & Sweet), 2, Bedford-row, W.C. 


’ 





RECTORS: 
GEORGE Bevanp > Lane, Esq. on Lake, Beaumont, & Lake), 10, New-square; 


inn, W. Oo. 
, Parkers,Pritchard, & 8) 
ne chery ar Mab eT eters ee 


5, New-court, Lincoln’s- | Franx eae PARKER, 
4 Fes. | Mesers Cookson, Wainewright, & Pennington) 


13, New-court, Oat Oarey-3 


PENNINGTON 
64, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 





The OBJECT OF THE © te highest 
among themselves, to ensure the 
Btationery work, and to share in td 

aside a reserve and a cent. 
the PROFI are divided betw: AY 0 
Solicitors whose accounts amount to £100 
former have received 12 per cent. in all, 


SEORETARIAL 


is to enable Solicitors, by co-operation 

cy in all bran 

g therefrom. 

ferential cumulative dividend, 
and (+) Custom 


annum (less payments), 
which | th 


61 amp 52, CAREY STREET, W.C., 12, NEW COURT, CAREY STREET, W.C., 49, BEDFORD ROW, W.C., anp 27, CANNON STREET, E.O, 


wl? gddition. LIBERAL DISOOUNTS are allowed, as shewn inthe Price Lish 
the Society supplies goods on account and without requiring payments 
Ss delivery. 

The Society does not To legal advice ox teamenct work which is required: 
by law to be Tone by a duly-qualified Solicitor. a pes ; 
Rs... Ry Lists forwarded post-free on egoiitiiion to any of the Society's 

pS 
BS 


ches of their Law 
ers, 4 peing 

til the 

take the 





AND GENERAL OFFIOES, 51 anp 52, CAREY STREET, W.O. 
W. H. 8, SHIRLEY, Seoretary. 











liberal 
Writs, 


ntries 
one 


Hall, 


irtoer- 
ertize® 
Office, 


square, 


harpe); 
oinseh 


ngton); 





